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Abstract

Taking farmers in Qingshui County as the study object, the binary Logistic regression analysis was
used to analyze four main factors that affect the withdrawal intention of farmers in Qingshui
County. Secondly, a chi-square test was conducted between farmers’ homestead withdrawal inten-
tion and the categorical variables of farmers’ “generation” to verify whether the intergenerational
differences of farmers in Qingshui County would have a significant association with farmers’
homestead withdrawal. Finally, using the logistic regression model, we analyzed the main factors
affecting the withdrawal intention of new and old farmers in this area, and summarized and com-
pared the results. The main conclusions of this study include: (1) whether to purchase commercial
housing, age, income source and agricultural income ratio in surrounding cities, which are four
core factors affecting the intention of farmers to withdraw their homestead in Qingshui County. (2)
For the new generation of Qingshui farmers, the city is more willing to accept the withdrawal of rural
homestead; while the agricultural income is more, the more willing to retain the rural homestead.
For the older generation of farmers, there is not a strong willingness to quit their homestead. How-
ever, the lower the group’s willingness to inherit, the stronger the willingness to quit their home-
stead. (3) For the new generation of farmers, whether to purchase commercial houses in the sur-
rounding cities has the greatest influence on the withdrawal intention of the homestead, with the
second income source, the proportion of agricultural income; for the traditional farmers, whether
the purchase of commercial houses in the surrounding cities has the greatest influence, followed
by the proportion of agricultural income, and whether the homestead has the inheritance inten-
tion.
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o BT AR HE BT AR T IOR, o AR 8 58 b ) 5 5O RO £ AR D4 s 1 2 LA i 40
TXT AR R AR el T S 1A e B R SR R OR AP R A e ) b R 7y, FRIE T b P AR 2R R sk
PLARA T SR A B KA R R, B SRS RIS 5

(=) EWAMIFEECR

EA 2 RR « SiWR R BAPREFER, ZEBUNRNANETT . KEE 5 AN E 0 2
HHMARE, STEEEDISE, NRARMONEEZ THSAERBRZESR, HH, SEMEERIH
KW EARMBIE, ERIIEADTH, HIHHBRZ R EE[5]. R AbRZE AT O O AR, @y
WSS AEESAR T A OCHE R, AT R IR AR RN 22 S R AAAE o« XA BRIE e — 7 72 B 1) S IR A
TEZ, TR HEF20 H7 AR08 B3 1520 & 5L (Inglehart, 1997) [6] [7].

FLZ R, R e 2Rk, BN & i 8 2 i AT 7 — e R IR AT
EHEE B3 e 2 R/, BB SR P e S R R, IR AU BRI SRR . AT RS (2014)
KRB ERA N O 2y kT, A2 “HmiR” MS gy, &Rl b, A S ek
YERL s 25 SCHORTEE #E 4K (2009) W FE & ZE UM (A ™ AN ESSE RS AR, RS PERIf IR T, R
HER MR AT AR SR L, T4, RS H RN 25 R AR 3 s /R 55(2014)
MR F R FEEMAE BN FKESMAT TN O R eR2EMm S8, T RS2 HOR
ERME R A SEHE6]. H2, RIOMER. R SEFRNMLEIZ%E, SxfrEox et
bR H = A AR A A [8]-[10]

H A2 5 1 28 8 b I A sl DR 25 2 A SOk 32 AR R e DL LN 7 THT = (L) W 90 0 — i XA P = b i

BE, o HEmE R, (2) PR SRR E R R ALK 22 57 R A A AR A
AR R RR S AR TS A BE AT IR YT, AR5 B T AR 22 5 (R A A X A 7 < 5 bl ) e SRR ) s e R 3
AT #r[10]-[12]

AW TG F B ) AR FARBR AR T R TR A )4, 0 ) A AT T, TR IR R
RIS R 38 B L= A SRR, 3 T R Ik AN [ e P 2 R IR tH R IR s R R R AR TR 2 57
RAR A 5 e b A BRI T A D5 UK 1) 56 SR LR R (R

2. FRXHAR

TEARERHMNE KT — AN ER, T HMREAREE, KRKT AR, Bl g = o
S, #A 2022 4, BFE 15 MA. 342, 2R 2012 F AR, B 332 JiA. 2021
CEAT ARSI X A2 77 i {E 408,680 JiUG. 2021 SRR, 1ZELILA 86,454 U REE, Hofoll o 70,013 £,
e 8 16,441 1o SN0 333,217 N, Hodfaolk N0k 29,448 A, dE4 N4 38,736 Ao #2020
ERMEE, ZEFEFHEAENCD R 2396 AN, K2 AHy15.97 AN, SWEAN N T7.99 71N

3. BIEKRIREMRA %

(—) BRI 5k
1. FEAMEN

Table 1. Basic information of the survey sample

1L OFEEREREBR

(%) VI 7] G H RS BHRE
T 46 40 86.96%
AR 40 36 90.00%
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Ll 4 48 42 87.50%
SEE 45 36 80.00%
B2 46 40 88.89%
R 43 38 83.33%
% 42 35 88.37%
ANk 40 33 82.50%

it 350 300 85.71%

AR FAE 2023 FFHINE KK TTEKE T RIK . WIS ERRENLMEEE, MBOFRE 75
IKEH SRR B KBS SE AR 470 S04 BEAT ST a5 AR,  JLih & 420 4ok 4, ok
BRI T 350 4, 3@ X 12 1 DX S [ Al 7 1) 365 1) S 20 g S SR ), AR SRAS T SRR TR B A R A KL
PEFRAHER 300 4 BT IR 4, WA RUEEA 93%.

HRAE AR B, Bt T — A E R B R R AR HASRIE L

(=) WHFETT

1. MEAIF

ARSI T B FONRTHE K B XA R B R R R R, “ R EERIE HAR N ek
NSERBE BN PII, IR EARER, I8 H T Logistic [F VAR #4704 [13]-[17]. WRAE
IR M, WESCN “Y=0"; k2, WECH “Y=1" . BRAEAEWT:

POY=D) | 5 p
In(l_ p(y :l)j = 6‘6+Zi:1ﬁ|X| (1)
T 73 AT = B A 2R
( 1| ) ea+251=1ﬂixi (2)
= X)=——-—"—
Py 1+ea+2in:1/3ixi

T xi s AR B HE R EE S | NI R n NI RE NG o AEEIG BRI
i RE, sz R 23X xi AR 2 R bR R O ) SRR

2. BRI KRk

SEATRE RS RIE O, @ SR R B AR 2 7 ik (9 D IR B K AR S SR AT I R AR, A
SH R TIOMRAN . FARNBIRIS ik, Egri S5k BN R4S, RS E S — AR (AT
1930~1950 4F). 4+ IR g s — A T 1951~1960 4F). A K dr— 484 T 1961~1970 4F). <>
BOE AR (A T 1971~1975 4F) . Ralston S5 RFR 43 Jy & — (4 T~ 1949~1965 4F) AR — X (4 T~ 1966~1976
) B AERAEET 1977 R LUG). FAR T HATEH I ARBR 2 mbn it T R AR NTR M “g ., Ko
FEBAFIAR” = A5 5L FHE[18]-[20].

AR TR GO RKTTIE KRB RR P BIES N ERBIR 7, BARR AR X R 53] 18~80
&, A TR AR RARE 1A o AR G P RE AEACR 7, DASCRIFBOTH: 1978 4 5 e ARGk
FER I HAETE 1978 4R R H 2 B4, T AR AR - 4R 1 HE AR TE 1978 S 2 S AR

3. AEIENSRE

XK EAR P HE R R R TR A 10 1) 12 AN T BT W D RIS ], T DAYEARF 9 i il
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FI B2 Bl AR AL 3K 12 AR EATRAE A R AR 7y, B — SRR R WA IR s 28— O
ANNFHEAR S, AR P NRHEG IR R st . WAKRIRBL AR R B R HIX 5 MR
By B IONRT FBERHE, BRI R FEE SN RO G EE 7 R TR T A 7 SR
By BRI BREMEHE, OF0RA RGBSR, BRMETALRSE, BEMEN
APBGIETS . BT A BB A E A X IR K B 7 R HE 1R AL B B AR
EJ730 KOATREXS i XA B A (S ) B AR N 7, S AR B RO BRATIRME 402 2 R .

N T B0 T B K E ORISR ARG DL, AN e Xt X SR 15 R LA 5 R $d Bt s
MEMIZETH R BT T 04, FEARRHESS SRR 3 Frs.

Table 2. Definitions and assignments of explanatory variables
=2 MBRTEENRWE

259 Ap A b N R R A
PRk CRECE. S =1, % =0
) %=1, @i =0
B FA NFFAE S 45 B R E =1, 45 BLLF =0
B ¥IHRLLE =1, mh kbl E =0
PN 3 S =1, Hih =0
. | 5HMUT =1, 5 107 =2, 10 HF207 =3,
AR R BERFAIE . 20%LL T =1, 20%~50% =2,
AN b 50%~80% =3, 80%LL I =4
TE & 38 T 2 75 W SR A 0E =1, 1E =2, 2E =3, 3EMKUE =4

133m? &L =1, 133 m?~200 m? =2,

R R
EREH K/ 200 m2~267m2=3, 267m2LL I =4

o4 P BB E LA SIS B =1, & =0
EHM R B EFERGET £ =1, % =0
5 B T RN W PR AR 2 1) £ =1, %% =0

Table 3. Basic characteristics and description of the variables
3. WEERFEREA

) B3 B Pk %
AR S 0.526 0.499
51 0.563 0.495
AP NIRFAE GER 0.443 0.496
] 0.603 0.489
LN 3 0.493 0.499
FREFE LB 1.883 0.964
T R BERHIE AN i EE 2.336 0.946
T JE LT 2 75 U K 85 it 0.51 0.499
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EREH AR/ 2.603 0.901
BIM B HEAER 0.84 0.366
A 2 AR
BIEH B H FEPUE 0.873 0.332
I T O B I I 1 {8 2 ) 0.75 0.433
4, SCHEST AR

() EET 2R A P T R R R IR 3K Tk
iitiz iy SPSS #ift, ikFF It Logistic IEIEE':EL, XA A R H B I [N Z AT SR o A (2
4).

Table 4. The regression results of Logistic model on the factors influencing farmers’ intention of homestead
F 4. RPEEMBREEEFZIWEZER Logistic #HEIEYFLER

Bl EIVEES 4 FrifE iR 2 PE OR 1H

P 0.226 0.315 0.473 1.253

GRS -1.032 0.298 0.001 0.356
w1 -0.386 0.338 0.253 0.679
WK -0.737 0.333 0.027 0.478
FREF LN -0.201 0.208 0.333 0.818
QAN -0.65 0.196 0.001 0.522

T JE L T 2 15 T K 85 it 1.143 0.325 0.000 3.137
BRI T KA -0.21 0.203 0.301 0.811
TEM R A LA R -0.575 0.398 0.149 0.563
TEMR T PR 0.224 0.485 0.645 1.251

I A O B S T 1 {8 2 ) 0.261 0.376 0.489 1.298

FEAHIE T A T 545 B RO ARG K B P AR SRR B2 1) P KT 0.05, MIAHTFT
SR Z A AR BB R B X R B R R A R, BIERMIZAR R LR R,
i HAZER) P AE/NT 0.05, W% H 2SS E K E L DR - B B R aB SR A, 48 TR .

HRAE 3 T L T E R 1 & % 4 o B AR ALIZ SEAE R AT R, T /K BLAR T AR A I 9k T A2 75 0 S
s R ONRIE . RN S EIX 4 MR E, R BRI S BE I Z X AR P R TR B
Wi BRI BON R B LA T RIEER 4 P BRI RETH, KSR A AT 2 S
VST it B 2 B R AR R I R R DG A, DARER RS, ORI, AREHON (5 BE X IR R
PR IR R S R

(=) RBrZERDHr

1. AR B AR R A AR 22 57 SAIE

RIS H ARG U6 € R AR B 2 (B (22 e 15 By 8 . A A 3Qn R s«

X*=3 T ®)
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AW T, PHEREMIR RIS AR 7 PR S Te s, Hik, MR
M I TTi, R I BEMIB ISR A7 DR EZ BT R, PURAEE KB A1
R ZEF RS2 SR BRI E R E R, BARISIET 5T s

H5E, M 300 MEEAFEENLIEH 120 ASF AR FIREA R SE R AER — R IR, X ik
FEAR M EAEREAT S0l AL IER, Wik 5 .

Table 5. Classification table of homestead withdrawal intention of traditional farmers and new generation farmers

#=5 BERPEMERRFEEMBRHERS LR

JERCE H 3k A3 IR IR H e A KL Bt

FERR R 37 83 120
FAEARRER 88 32 120
Mt 125 115 240

7 5 BRI ZE RN 6 FTn:

Table 6. Results of the Chi-square test
6. FHEIHER

X2 P 1A Pearson -E7J7
L 43.425 0.000 43.425 (P = 0.000)

i

IR Y

gl

M6 ATLAE e ANFEAFR A TR R I R I B2 (P < 0.05), HBLrTBABH, AFFEAH:
PERTEAR B DA, A BB X —F A, I REA S 2L A W R RO B RN .
BRI X FERK — AR AE SR THMR Y, BRAEFEGME: ST, 2 DO AR
R B AR . BE T ARFEREEAN TR SRS 2 B 2R .

2. ARBRZE S0 AR P R Y A 4

WRIGTHARBA A7 RARME S K 300 MEARLE R 2 i A AR FEA SR &R —
R P REAEE . RIEE 4 K Hras R, DL& AAZEX N P /N T 0.2 JfRBEbRHE, Kede L s
SR SER ST ORI RN LG B R B A R BRI 4 NN S A8 ok it
TS S R b, B AR T B 3T S R 7 Pl

Table 7. Model analysis results of the new generation of farmers

1. ERRPIRESHER

Bl EVEFS bRt iR 22 P {H OR 18

T JE LTI 2 75 T 3K 85 it 5 1.283 0.417 0.002 3.605
O 37 -0.519 0.387 0.180 0.595
PN EE —0.669 0.239 0.007 0.535
FHEMBETHEAERE -0.429 0.540 0.427 0.651

R, 4% LbT595, RiEKBALGAR P REA, FIRLZEEA R sh AT Ha i) 0 i S5 408, /53110
SR 8 .

HIZE 40 4 7 AN 8 IIMMT G RATH: AEAEIEA P EER MG DL, 78 AT T A2 75 0 S8 o s
e PN AN S E 4 AR RS K BA T SRR RS R . K, KBRS
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FIE JE T AR T 2 15 ) SR it 5 o W IR R R P AR B M IR A G R, BLRAERRS, OANRIR, ARIN
i Ll Son AR b R R A ) L R G R

Table 8. Model analysis results of traditional farmers

8. R RFPHRBE SR

AR EIEES PR 2 P OR fH

TE JEI LY T 2 75 ) S i 5 1.260 0.487 0.110 3.526
LN 3 -0.460 0.449 0.006 0.631
AN T 0.958 0.271 0.082 0.384
EHH R T H LA RR -0.441 0.579 0.026 0.643

SRR BB AR TS, A8 30 72 75 0 ST it B ARV SON o L2 5 ) 8 1R R i
BN T I FLLE A I3 T 2 75 T S i g oot L S R 08 R R R I AR (B SC R, T AR Ml
O\ i EEe e S b (138 R R I AR P SR R e IHE K BRI S, ORI S
TR R R s R R E B R B, BEMRE T AEREERE, LR
FURBRAARR H B SRR, Bk 2s BRI X AL Gk 7 (1 5 BB
5. it 5E

(—) it

ARYE A TE A GBI Be il . Hd A P AR DA SO 8 e AR o i 45 SR A B SE N 2, AR5, R
ROTHERY DA S B R (B AR A5 7 vk, B 7K Bt X AR ST R RO 78 5 THREAT R 9T, 28 LR A 1 O
25

(1) TEJE LR R AR T 55 AR ORI LSRN (5 L, 2 R 7K B P g B IR
HIEM 4 MO ER T

(2) WEKEFZWARAL S, EXFE R BHEMFR B WA EAT N L EARRE, FIRKZERE.
HARIA: S ERK R ARG IEZEHER . MR TEK UK, ZH O AR -
B BB . M TE A AR IS, E 8 T = 50 SR s AR B,
CHME H R . BRI TR a5, W R R R e R s RN
P2, DR R B AR A R i . M 7K B AR ek ;7 SRR H (5 M) R 2 N SRR 5 B
REAEAER. BRI RPEUSLERE, Ba, SR H T REHR R RS A
SRE, SR AR AL AR RIS, AR — AR 0 B S B R R SRt i 271

(3) MW AARAR ke, 7 B 32038 T o 75 I ST i 0o S i R R SRR B K, RN SR
VYN EE, B R A A 2 R BE N R R SR s AR Y R T AR Gk R, A R
ST o T S s o B FE R R R R R R, FUCRAROIN H EE, IONRTE, B A A
R

(=) 2

1. S 2 04 AR 8 JEk bR H kM )

MBI T as KT, LSS AN FE BN L Gk . B 1 R EBUIR, 8BRS BRIk
PEFIZE AL TR SR, RNOZSCR B AT 8 — ) B R B AMER R, e 2 o)y K, IR SeiiE & A FAR
FURFR TR R I B R IR tHAMERI . X IERIINBGS R 7, rTRAE ELME Ay T . T
TR B HAE AR J 55 Z e T AR /-, DU RT DUE e gl b A ORRM2 0ke gt G IR H B B 5 R B AR AR VR
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FAER P EEMBHERENRRERTTR
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T L R TSR RAE B AR R R PR 2 5 = e, RRR RO R, X s A
W ITIE K B P 8 bR SR AR PR 22 S S R AR AR b 1) 5 e A 7, I IR Bl R 1) [ 2
Wie i (e NRILFIE G vE 2600 ) AHOGEAE, SR I 24 T DA 1R T . JEF iR e = 5 R A&,
BB R SRR AP B !
202341 A 24 H
— RPN NFFIE
1. REEHEHE

© = @ %

2. TITE R

© % @ %

3. IEIMAER
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