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Abstract

Identifying the core factors influencing farmers’ willingness to transfer land tenure and ensuring
thatland policies are precisely aligned with farmers’ preferences are the key foothold for advancing
agricultural modernisation and achieving comprehensive rural revitalisation. Based on social cog-
nitive theory, this study utilises survey data from 336 farmers across four cities and counties in the
Hainan Free Trade Port and employs structural equation modelling (SEM) to verify the mechanism
through which land property rights awareness influences willingness to transfer land. The results
indicate that farmers’ land property rights awareness, place dependence and place identification
all have a significant negative impact on their willingness to transfer land; place dependence has a
significant positive impact on place identity, and place identity mediates the relationship between
place dependence and willingness to transfer land; both place dependence and place identity act as
mediators between farmers’ awareness of land property rights and their willingness to transfer
land. By proposing and validating the logical relationship between farmers’ awareness of land prop-
erty rights and their willingness to transfer land from the perspective of farmers’ micro-psychology,
this study holds significant theoretical and practical implications for promoting the appropriate
scale transfer of rural land in the Free Trade Port and the implementation of the rural revitalisation
strategy.
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1. 5|8

BCETFIRASK,  PAG B OO R 22 77 SR AR 1R IRAE 278 A B K
WOk T AL AEFE 7, P SRR ok 1 R AR AR R R, R T R A AR B R R A L SR Y
BR[1]. 2026 4 [ OO0 T R TARME DA OB 3E W 2 e i E0E 55 — 48 R BB 5 AR AE K =
THERBE A, DR GIZERREONINT, b st dE e 2], WmEa “ i ik
JRIL LR B S S (LR (AR “HERE H SUE 7 ) B SR RIS ZOR, R R R Bt e . B AR
Mo BT HERE 2 M T IR DS . BAOL SR (OS2 E (3] (HEEHE b TolAl . B HERR R 45 B
s RAE A5 B0 R AR AR U o, A N Z R R EA W INIR, Bk T4
[E 2 Bkt “ 357« “FERET 4], RIS, X IR AU [ MR A R KT
W2 TARS LTS R, MRIEA PR TG EBOR S, L2 R IX — A& R B % 0
BT o M IR SR AR 9 RS T i SRR T AR I e 5], MEA TR HEUR IR A
ML, R HEIE R L B AR BN S L], A B RO R A B REAS L O . DRI ST AR MR
BEBRE S, WARREARVER A R TR R R fLs], 0T EDCHZ M A B SR S e
FIAOBLARALAN 2 b Ax i IR % AT S 2N A 18 [6]
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DAL 2 B Se R MBS RIA BSR4 I, AR i e SEER R IT T2 480 . S
AR TSR BRI OW AL A RN T R e S T A TR O S IR B LA, JCIL AL T i A
ERE O EWAR R R . KRB EARTIRE B EOSREE AT Nk, b
BOAAT BORIERAT 5SS — R E AR R 2 B 0 Thi  5 UR 28 A R BRI TE s s
HEHE R, JCHGRAEIN 2 — el I RFEETUMR, AR A BEOR SN TR A BT SE = T H
FEI A 9% - M SR S R o, AR R ARV M AL 5 AR IR I UR 2R e A5 B ROR IR 7] 5 T I,
AT FEN A A T e BUSR V& gl AN 2 IS AR Do AE 1 R a B R UL 5 AR R BUA AL, T
b SRR E B 2R 5] S, BRI A AN RE) F), TR 51 35 2 A R R X0 4
k&SR . AW FUADON A [ 2 RHIR M SO i) T SR 4t BN EIRAN S, S OvERE H S 2 MR
(RSB ERT PR AL T e BB X 5 AR (D SE S

2. BROhSMRRR

(—) iR

20 2 80 AR, Lo FE K IEA fr(Bandura) IE A HH #1 22\ HIEE 8 (Social Cognition Theory, SCT). 1%
PSR I MAINED . AT NS IR = 038 B € i (Triadic Reciprocal Determinism), AN =3 2 [A]4H B 4K
17 BRI MARIAFD. 15K BEFENENAKE, SIMEEL, MEIT N AR RFEE XA |
B S5 2K R [8] [9]. FEAMTLHI A HELLH, KRR LR BOERE TN A Z T, HO7 K S
Hhy 75 A F)JE TS OZ T, R R R R R T AMEAT AR IR Z . X — N - T - AT
A7 e RRE R S B O WA S G . BUZ IR AT R G HI AT AR R ™
BN L A SR BR8N, DL A N AEAE LB, 34t 1 sa B i B o A E 4 .

(=) Wik

1) i s R A OGN &=

R L HIRFAT AL OS 5 3, Hnd 282 LR A3 DA = AR 10]. THimiE R
(Land Transfer Willingness) 5 B[] 2 4% [AE b SR AC B R 2B S &AT Mk B, HE TS nEid
HRAT AR R . A B AR R R b A B R IR S A R R O R KE T, O RER 2 H
GRN MBI R BT . IAMERFEM K 2ok E, B B2 50T Bk R B i it 4 i A AE B 3t e, TR
FE PRI 25 7K1 RO AR =11 i 55 1) mT R Msxod He bt i A = A AE R 3 AR R BRI E A [ 11]; AP SR 2 B
FKRE, RRITASESZEIRARET LA SMEWE, WIS E AT A0 R
[12]0 R H AR IR PR T 255 f e KA R R, 54 A A K B A7 AR AL 7K
R, TR FAPR LR B AR E R s mi R RO 5 B e T i B B N RO B R 35 13] [14] tbAh, 54
IR IRVEAR B W OB PR Zo0T b e s SR . BRI, PR RETHAT IO S g, RIS
JRRART ) L2 0GR FH R R K[ 1515 BRIESE N IR FETMUE 2, AR IR PR A7 SR 2 Xof b % Y05 1) 1 8
PP IRIE [ 16] 0 T hs s S I SRS A A B, AR BROGE L I (B PRI 0 B AN R i 5500 HL - b e
B R BE MR FE[17]. 28 EINA, JRE R R SR 2 S R R R 2 o b RIE, (EREE Gk
XpCEHAMENT” 5“2 RIHRT FREIDIVFENTIRA R SER b, 2 ma R O SAMY
FET WAL G AMENLE], SEAE T RPER OB AN S IRERE, o DL, IR AR B RN AL 5 155 8
J&, o EEEARHAL, RBRAE N R RIS R SRR AT

2) Hb 5 s K b A R R A AT

“ 7 AR 7 B8 (Place Attachment) AR N 545 E 73 A 37 U1 1 IR IR A5 S ik 112 O HESE o iR A
G T AR BN 2 M ISR P A 1 e A B RS IR T IS IR (18], A 1 PRI PR ARG Bl R th B b iy Sk 1
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FEIEE TG 2E[19]. fER7YE_1, Williams $& B 1) “ 48757 K07 R 43 77 W) (Place Identity)
Lj b 75 K #i(Place Dependence) P ANESE, X —XI 3 N M BT ZAUE G| N 2 4 SUAESE[20]. R
M7 HRASE TR IO B R TR 2, (HAE AR f 2 2 AUEC HL A2 PR I A e i ik B B35 A AL o £
A R IR S AR R b R R R R F B AT A T IR R B B

MR, 1T BRI AR B £ W73 Dh RevE 5P BPEAKE 21], A2 s =8 T
TH B VO o A EAMUSR ALt 5 B PR AR R, BRR R LA EAA I AR L [22]. XA K
A7 S B FRTCTE D BT B AR i 1 AR BN M B A S5 08 VR SR O BSOS o T 5 A [E U4 1R N
HiL 75 RS AR IS IR (23] AR BRI RONAE F IS, . MR R T B AL 2 28 TR [24] . A AR X
—HIRR AW B, ERIARRISCER T, #7174k, RN AR, MURHAAE
HcEE, SR ek S M E BT

AR AL 2 A RN, AR RGBT b 77 AR 5 1 D7 WA R R A T, R ZI 5 i A E B A @ 5T A
Il o 2R RO D% T A FE BN BN 1 38 SOk B R B LG B, B AR (1 IR 5 1 2 P A R — Ffoia
FUI B NI [25] ST 3 B AR Sk, B BT 70 30E Setth J 4 dtAd A3 8t b 7 A TR0 F6 o A4 FH S i AN 4
X R IRIAEE A5 [26]-[28]0 S F, SXFARAE T YO B TR B S R R £ T2 — Al s R kG v,
AR A ) T 2 - b 2B A7 R B AR R AE T RE o I el AU 1) A3 4 2 6 BRAR A B = A R R 7 A
A r A, R DA SIS i R T RAG S e S BRI RN, T s BELRS e o P TR AL B
(SRR

T LA, ARFFEHREH LR B

H1: 77 A [R5 4 a) 5 0 i A e s

H2:  Hb 7 AR 2 471 1) 52 ) L b i e

H3: 7 R 25 1E 1) s e b g DA [ 5

Ha: b7\ R 75 b 75 488 A - b e e J 18] R A% A 308

3) AR R R R RN

=B R (Land property rights consciousness) SR T i SR, HARIE 55 A [ - o] B 1) 3 gk
BUEAER. 20 el 50 FAE S BT A §I T, LbagE ks T it 24, AUE N BRAlf A= Bk
WG A BBk Z 0 AR o SRR, I ORI OSSR R[29]. HEA 21 AT,
b BECEHES) 7 R ECE T, B ETRREE AR R L RCRR, X BRI AR RO Lt R
WAL A A AL 3 BT R R H 233458 ([30] . BESRER 22 (1) 2% 2 FEAENG 0T 7007 I SR A T L P BUR R . # R
Y b P SRR SRR RO = B AN, R 08 4 @ AR BB 5 T b P A A DR B () A
SRE LT R BGEVRR[31]; 22 AW ™= AU TR e R RO AR M A & (AN, FEii I SEUER 78 &
IO AR R L b A R B R Um e [32] s 5K AR, B SR IR AEREAR AR IR IR B [ 7k
AR BFF ] S U - R s A TR AA I R A BRI A, HAREEAT P BRI & A FEAN T 54K 33 ]

FHUE ] O, B PR R R AR AR T BRIV & . BLRE I T A i FE AR B T g 1 = M R R SE[34],
fEJEME FIRJE FINENEE . A SIS, A EAT A B B MBEIE S ARER .. SRRE
P BCE AR AW IR, AR 2 T EUR BAE R T I A A ) 77 A RS R Co 3, AT XS Mt i e i
FEF=AE A R R0 o B s A5 N IR SRR FE AR IR S, T 5 %) b A A 2 s A AR RO M R AR
A, SEmiE S TR AR 17]. deAh, X F RGNS 2@ I R A E R TAT Ak, B
PRTIT T  AR RN by = AL 49588 PR R R 2 F A Sy i B P b 7 0l 5 b g DA I o 7 A S A B, A R A
JFE PR U a8 BTN Lty R 155 SRS A FE AR o FEX PR I IR IS I 2E T, AR IRE ) T Ok B L Hb i) S
FEHIBOM AR LT ML, SECER s i s i n) T s R T, AT NER BRI
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xof - I e () S S AR

ETF LM, AR PR

HS5: Eib AU R A7 ) 5 ) b

H6: b= BRI IE [ R i 7 A [

H7: L= AU R 1 7] 52 e b 77 4456 5

HS:  Hb 7 AT A = B RS b = R e s A
H9: HuJ7 A [RIE Lt = B RS b e R Al AR .
A FEEAL I ATHELE, WA 1 R,

Figure 1. Theoretical analysis framework of this study

B 1. AAREIL S HESR

3. fRigit

AWK SPSS 27.0 X EHEFATRIA G T FUR R ZE R 2 LR A IS ARG AT G5 H
AMOS 28.0 45 T FERERL, 1R SEM 111 Bootstrap fii i+ 77 23T 1L B AR A5

(—) Bl

%%ﬁﬁm%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%fﬁﬁ AW TR 1) 6 VR AV R s R A . S Ve El s T
WOW.EEE. mEE. BT B 4 N ER 20 RAMTEA, WEEEAREEA A 38 X Py iR e R .
EHFE $ﬁnﬁ%@ﬂ%ﬁﬁ& R BRI . R T NGRS . 2N RIES RN E
B H ARG B3 Ve N R A 3R T I S HE I, PR AR — X — DS U5k e, B
N R S BT B WA S5 U, BRERSZ U 78 0 BEAR ) 5 N B IHERR & L. AT Uk S 44 3H
S, LR 378 4y, BN e B BRI S R, RAERE A 336 4, HEA
B 88.9% . XF B 336 47 A R B HEAT FEARRFIESL T, WA 1 PR

Table 1. Basic information of the sample

F 1 HERERER

AR 1T A Aol ¥IE PRtz
ke 154 45.80%

PER 1.54 0.499
@ 182 54.20%
18~25% 11 3.30%
26~35% 69 20.50%

LR 36~45% 94 28.00% 3.45 1.155
46~55% 82 24.40%
564 L\ F 80 23.80%
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N BUTR 85 25.30%
HI 178 53.00%
2215 2.01 0.79
LN 56 16.70%
AR} 17 5.10%
10,000G L 113 33.60%
10,000~20,0007% 58 17.30%
LRIPN 20,001~40,0007% 40 11.90% 277 1.609
40,001~60,0007C 42 12.50%
60,0007% A I 83 24.70%
TR R 199 59.20%
s N 53 15.80%
Bl 1.77 1.059
FHell gk 47 14.00%
FoAth 37 11.00%
3HULT 117 34.80%
4~5F7 58 17.30%
o AR 6~7Hi 42 12.50% 2.76 1.64
8~9HF 27 8.00%
9Ll 92 27.40%

(=) ZENE

AW TR I AR T A S I TR, HRt ™48 22 11 N A LEAH SC U 5T SRR
HEARIFEEEMUZEMRAER . X THGRCER, HRBAL BRI LR R - b
B TR S e, DURORATE SCHERRPERI — 2 BEJG, 181E 2 AT AU 1) & SO0 B3R /I
BTN BE A SBIE, DRIMERNE A SN, &5, 46T ROR RS 5000
eSS, 0B BRI ) SRR AT TGRS, DA IR AR IR BB HE TR ER M R I 1) & S, AT &1 il 45
1] 2 52 M 5 A P e

AL A 20 M. o, B AGE IR R S B EN S AT AL 4 AN EI35]; Hh
FRHGI) 5 AT LA K M7 AR 4 A2 IR Williams Wi HIR R [20]; IR 2 R &2 o) X
NI FE3E 7 NEI[36]. 45 P8 AR B AT S 55K A Likert 7 svh203%, XPRCEAEM 1 H 7 48, 148
* CPEEARRT, TRE “EFRAET .

4. BwES T

(—) RV 22 Ao 56

AW FERK A W) M VR IR EE R, T %] 851 K RV 2 (Common Method Variance, CMV)|[)
@, AFLRIF SPSS 27.0 ik F, K H Harman 2[R -F46: 45 72 (Harman’s One-Factor Test)X ##fi#A
AT R AL, DA RIS 45 R A B S TS [37]. A R Bon, ot 4 MHEERT 11
AT, HAEAN AR F17 ZRREEN 42.857%, KT 5S0%HIIE S BIE, H BT 7 ZHREZIL 64.824%.
ZEERRN, B R OR RE MR T 70 B AL S, B Hh AR A ™ B 1) [R5 i 22 1) R 38
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(=) MERRGR
1) ZHILL AR L

FEHEAT I BAR RS TN Z /T, 9 1 A DR B R A LA AR R A 2 TR ANAT 6 W i R 3R 2 V1

TSRS, B BE4T 5 2 K (R F(Variance Inflation Factor, VIF)f 4%, W3 2. 901G, 458 ExRT
FHARRM VIF E/NT 3.3, ULHIAHE A AR & A A AF R L 2R M 7] 8 39] .

Table 2. Multicollinearity test
2. ZEHEMRE

N AARE R I PR R 2L » ekt gt
i — t BEY X
B PRtk iR 2 Beta A% VIF
(H &) 8.282 0.327 25.294 0.000
RC -0.409 0.050 -0.373 -8.174 0.000  0.752  1.330
PD -0.276 0.057 —-0.249 —4.803 0.000  0.581 1.722
PI -0.287 0.066 -0.227 —4.361 0.000  0.577 1.733
a. AIAF&E: LT

2) (RS R S

AHIF TN AR B S FE SISO AT T AR K . Hair 25 N A H S =T 0.45 J& Tl a5z
Fl, T 0.6 ZmEA RIS EGEE40]. Wk 3 fion, Fra 8o R1fe &85+ 0.6, RPREE
BB B B 2H R PR e R A A B I Y — BUPE Bk =, AR Y Fornell F11 Larcker (1981) A
Fo, HEUE R T 0.6 FRoR ] LLEZ[41]. 40 3 B, FTA 48R 1) CR fHI7E 0.6 LA L. Fornell fl Larcker
(RRIE FIE T8 SRR R T 0.36 J& TRl 300%, T 0.5 FoRRIF[41], WA 3, A EN AVE
BITE 0.5 L ko Z5 BRTIR, 1035 BTUSCEE M RE A B4 2 R I Al S 5 A 20k

Table 3. Reliability and convergent validity test

3. FESWSERLE

~ o e H A E WSk
By T B Rl 7 Ao Cronbach’s a

CR AVE
RC1 0.770
RC2 0.761

LRGN 0.822 0.825 0.541
RC3 0.715
RC4 0.693
PDI 0.731
PD2 0.740

b A PD3 0.815 0.857 0.860 0.553
PD4 0.783
PD5 0.637
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PIl 0.687
PI2 0.712
77 AR 0.804 0.808 0.515
PI3 0.836
PI4 0.619
LTI 0.799
LT2 0.791
LT3 0.772
Tt R LT4 0.760 0.903 0.904 0.574
LT5 0.748
LT6 0.769
LT7 0.658

3) X EER

X 73 25 2 45 78 1 BT AR SR I 70 R IR 5 At A o (98 7 R B IR A7 /E B 2 22 5%, K% Fornell and
Larcker (198 1)1, # W —FEH T AVE FAMMERE L 75 5L EHa BRI RE, B
BREZN TR T RIGFHX 0 E41]. Wk 4, FBEL™KATH S HAMAE KT/ Pearson ]
RABEPAEN A REUE . X EIRE TR E AN MR 1358 T HAVE B OCAER, RS TEL
[E= R RTE I VA S 1 A NI o M= i B S =R <o o 4

Table 4. Discriminant validity test

F 4. ROWEKLE

TR R Hb 75 F] Hb 7 A AR R
b R 0.758
7N -0.550 0.718
Hu T 5 —0.556 0.620 0.744
AR —0.586 0.451 0.446 0.736

T RO LECT N T AVE B9F TR

(Z) SRR

AHFFEHH AMOS 28.0 FAF XA GO0 BE BT RS0 . ASHE 0K H »%/df. RMSEA. GFI. CFI. TLI
A1 IFT 2545 br A Y (R3S 40E . 2% Hu and Bentler (1999) 81, 24 42/df <3, RMSEA <0.08, GFI>
0.8, CF1>0.9, TLI>0.9, IFI>0.9 i, RABMLLE REF42]. W& S, KRS THERHMNT Lk
B, R\ZEEA RIFHBEE.

WA 5 AT ILA B, v DL P MR . ARHIE TR L B IR O B AR, KT
AN 7N R R AR, R R R B RO R R WL 2:
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Table 5. Goodness of model fit
5. WG IHE

7 df P Idf RMSEA GFI CFI TLI IFI
- - <0.05 <3 <0.08 >0.8 >0.9 >0.9 >0.9
257.691 164 0.000""* 1.571 0.041 0.927 0.972 0.968 0.972
VE: "UFRp<0.001, “FEp<0.01, “FxEp<0.05.
I PD1 | | PD2 I | PD3 I I PD4 | | PD5 |

Figure 2. Structural equation model test diagram

2. FERFHIEREGINE

(MU) BN

A 5K AMOS28.0 844, 12 Bootstrap 77¥%, W EMFERECH 5,000 K, BAFKFHN 95%, Xt
BN AT ST IRAE[43]. WA 6, AWFFHEH M TE BB R ] T 3. oA R 2 R

SAMAAR R -3

BEE(B=-0342,CR=-2.594,p<0.01), fi%& HI1 B 7; HuJ7 #5002 97 [a) g2 R IR

() - i % =B (B = —0.300, C.R = —3.027, p < 0.01), B3¢ H2 pRo7; M5 AR HE 25 1 A g2 b 5 A R (B =

0.492, C.R=8.056,p<0.001), 1% H3 por; i B ii B2 7 m 5o m fk ) i

BIE(B=-0.503,

CR=-6.604,p <0.001), & H5 or; Lt BO=R B3 E w2 it 77 0 F (8 = 0.144, CR = 2.985,p <
0.01), ¥ H6 for; S My =B R 52 1E m st 7 K #i(=0.513, C.R=7.709, p<0.001), ¥ H7 %,

Mo

Table 6. Direct effect test
< 6. HEMMEE

BAER R #1452 ¥0p FRUEIRS.E CR PlE P
PI-LT —-0.342 0.132 —2.594 0.009™ ERF
PD—LT -0.300 0.099 -3.027 0.002™* ERF
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PD—PI 0.492 0.061 8.056 0.000"™ CRE
RC—LT -0.503 0.076 —6.604 0.000"™ CRE
RC—PI 0.144 0.048 2.985 0.003"* CRE
RC—PD 0.513 0.067 7.709 0.000™" HE

VE: UFF p<0.001, “FRp<0.01, *FEp<0.05.

(1) 2Rk 56

A 5K AMOS28.0 844, 12 Bootstrap 77¥%, W EMFERECH 5,000 K, BAGKFHN 95%, Xt
RN AT GETHIRAE[43]. WA 7, A FIR R FTE T BR AR B AR B BAE . Kb T A R ZE 5
5+ it & 8 2 0 LA A ER (B=—0.168, P <0.05), Bootstrap 95% &.15 [X [A] A[—0.418,-0.001], A~
0, Bk Ha s M7 e Lib e AR IR S B R 2 B B A EH (B = —0.154, P < 0.05),
Bootstrap 95% B {5 X [8] 4[—0.297, —0.036], L7 0, R HS oz 7l FIFE =BG RS iR
HrE 2 mEA P ERH (B =-0.049, P <0.05), Bootstrap 95% & {5 X [A] N[-0.144,-0.003], A& 0,
B HY AT .

Table 7. Mediating effect test
F#= 7. PAMEEE

HRERR RSB Bootstrap 95% CI Pfi ELES
Total Effect -0.706 [-0.939, —0.512] 0.000™ XHF
Direct Effect -0.503 [-0.730, —0.329] 0.000"** CHF

Indirect Effect -0.203 [-0.322, —0.096] 0.003" XFF
RC—PD—LT -0.154 [-0.297, —0.036] 0.018" XHF
RC—PI-LT -0.049 [-0.144, —0.003] 0.035* XHF
PD—PI-LT -0.168 [-0.418,-0.001] 0.048" YR

FE: "UFRp<0.001, “FEp<0.01, “FEp<0.05.

5. ¥Wig

(—) &g

A FEE T AN F R N - B - AT RE R RS, M RGO OER LA
RANFIST T Lt B R AR R i 4% m IR A E AL . SSUERF 450 3R 0, b U R AR R
b R AR R R R, X S AT (S 0 A ) o T R i i N 2 s A HE ML & A kT
R EE AL I RSB E . RN, WFFOUESE = AU R A8 0% 5 35 1 [m) i A AR I 1 i
7 INTR] o AW FEIR I SEUERT 7S R B, 35 A 5 b A [R]85 6l 3 AR g sk B I R A R . g —
A R A BN T 2 A B AR N, b T OB R b 7 A TR LA R R - R A E R
KARBRE T REAHPNMEH . XEWE, BERRKR P REIRFEEE S50, X - B R
TR 2 e A TR FE 5 Z PR 00 0 A K B (it D7 68 )5 s o U 8 (Mt D7 A Tl o SR P JEL PR A7 SR 2 00—
Fh B 1) o BRI AL 5 58 154 77 17 BB () AR DR T I 7 3 1 L 2 o s ) T O B - vt ) S 1AL

DOI: 10.12677/sd.2026.165208 296 CIESES 93


https://doi.org/10.12677/sd.2026.165208

Bl <5

WARIN “sp L7 AR R BAT AR, TS R SR R PR . ATHTEE T IX =5 1A
IR Z B O, AMUIGAE 1 4t 2 I\ G R 7E oA 70 A0 103 P %, B 9 MR 24 A 1 b BSOS v o 72
B REAN R SEFR A 7 B AT GV R B R

() HHER

AW FEE LAY IFIEUE “ LRGN - 7RSI - R R E T X AR, Bl A&
IWHIEG SINARNR A U7 i, ANGIESE T IZ B IS E M AT R B0 PSRN 1) RGP a1, oy
T B URAC B A AR T K - T - ATAE R ARRRER AT . AN, KR FIRZIMER T 2 RISIRAE
T AR A OO BEREZE” L. SRS SRR B R B R R R A 2 S R AR R T AR S
TN, BET A R A A AR . XS5 TN T IE TR RO AR S R R
Z, WA ERYE B AR T & B R AR AN R IR RO BRI . IR, AL 2 TR SRS
PR o, BN TZ XK IRAT A 2, REE I ES £ FHR D SR 7
T, WA R ER RN ) R SR T A T PR I B RS 5 AN S

(=) EEBR

Fe T A TS = AR R I 15 Bk - b g A 2 SR A A S B SR R B, R
SEE IR ANF MRS, SRR YV F R EE R B, KIEE R SR U AT IR BUR, BN
BIEA PG PR YRR AR RS AR SE R AEYD, QUFTHEH 3~10 FEHUEM & B WG BURTH IR, A
RAETER P KR 28 IGEE . L 508 + R A EBERS R i e RS, MIRA L 55k
Bz &R B sF A5 I R, St 15 e TRE, S A RIS B T AL G RS R R L
a7 R SR B, AR RO L RSN “ER S B AR AR, JRIREE 2 W
PHIR RO R 2, R B A S I BAE AT AL 51 5 1 7 DA R0 o} SR ROE B B8 8 132
o e, MEREBRREFMNZ IS, E2B% RN P68 “ 2 LIREEIX”, AR
IR R A Sy, RIS HET “NEER M EGER + P B, RER R RS 05561 B B,
YERFH S LR IRIC S o AT PP BON A SIG B  BUAE AL, DUARHUR R RS CHESIE B A A &
VBRI HE b, P IR LG B ST AAEE Y B Ak B BRI Sl 22 - BE 70 0 B8 B R ORGP A IR KT 692 72 AL
S IR TE SR, SURE R PR B R st e b o) B R A T 0, A4 Attt X B A W B ) mT 4  “Uf
MAR” .

(V9 #HFE R PR A g BB

M T ERAEFIATAR [ L M P SR O BRI AR T TR AT T RURAR R, (BAAE — e R R 5k, ZiA
WFACAEFTRR, ASHF TR A £ ERME T A X . BAREA X IRRME, HEEEEENE 55
TR AT TR — I, W T2 R FRAEANF DO AL, AR ] S5 4 1y B SR R A4
¥, DARUESS R AEA [F] ] BERREE N mAR itk R, ARHIF ST H TSR TR R B B B, A
WFER I “ LR " 5 “ LHIREE " LB AHAE[44]. Btk @ P8R TR B L b i S e s
PRICFAT R EACHLE T B BJG, AW RBRE AR E4240 B AR A, AR IR AR i
RIS ETE KA, Hha SRS N AL & 5 740, @AW A SR, WEER
ARG VELHBCAHESE, T AR AR A AN e A e L R v REVE RS 1 ST A W K 2 AR D4 AR S SR A1 T 52
HRESTE

E&WE

WA FHSRFIRRE: 2 MIRME 5T M B SRR R 28 B a0 S LT 7L, T
H %5 HNSK(YB)22-19.

DOI: 10.12677/sd.2026.165208 297 CIESES 93


https://doi.org/10.12677/sd.2026.165208

BRI 45

SE

(1]

(2]

(3]

(4]
(3]

(6]
(7]

[10]
[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]
[15]
[16]

[17]

(18]

[19]
[20]

[21]

[22]

[23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

Z4E NP BIPR G H R B ar DR AR A ) B R 1 P AR 3B B —— e PP = BUa B R AR IE 2 M [D].
it AT, 2021(1): 21-28.

FRIE, ARRL, ARH, & Ol R IR FLETHEE 2 A AT R M ——5 2] BI4) 2026 — 5 ARG
R[], RARZPFE LR, 2026, 25(2): 139-148.

IRARAK. AR B R 5T T B Joe R R —— 0 Tl R A 1 L R RURIA = sl i [J].
TR I KM (2B F/R), 2025, 38(6): 11-16.

M. BER R R R MR WS I T LI (0], SR 3K, 2021(1): 87-98+112.

E I, 2R, AR bt b ) B 5 b D R e T S SO R R LR A R R R R SR [T].
TR I K= F MG FAR), 2015, 28(3): 139-144.

EIRe, kB, i, 25 WA AR R IR R RIS, £k& 5, 2025(1): 110-112.

B, RACUE. FARMERIA 15 TENIH—— LT RE e 3 SO RN @ e X O[], k2T, 2014,
34(5): 86-90.

B, AT, 2EH. BALPEEHN RN DR — TSN mHAS ). BRE 5,
2025, 39(5): 110-118.

Ozyilmaz, A., Erdogan, B. and Karaeminogullari, A. (2018) Trust in Organization as a Moderator of the Relationship
between Self-Efficacy and Workplace Outcomes: A Social Cognitive Theory-Based Examination. Journal of Occupa-
tional and Organizational Psychology, 91, 181-204. https://doi.org/10.1111/joop.12189

VR, 1T NET MR L 28— — DAL R P ORI, Wi R 4R, 2020, 32(2): 367-372.
gk, kRS, RIER, S5 T URRAT AR AR P AR R AT s p LR B 0], R R
22021, 35(4): 53-62.

McGregor, M., Willock, J., Dent, J.B., et al. (1966) Links between Psychological Factors and Farmer Decision Making.
Farm Management, 9, 228-239.

Darnhofer, I. (2006) Understanding Family Farmers’ Decisions. Towards a Socio-Economic Approach. Habilitation
Dossier.

T R R SEAT v B B R R —— DU BN RE P ORABI)]. SRR, 2018, 4(12): 81-90.
FRIERE, A R 4538 AT L ——3 T 1149 43 W& A 4[], FilEHS R, 2012(6): 80-85.
BRI, SRS, SRAZES. A B A R AR B 22 SR ATE 58 —— 3 T 17 /K b X U 25 3040 19 SIE e A [0]. FR X
BIR 53R, 2013, 27(10): 51-57.

g, MRIE, RO AR T IR A Hh it 5% Ko S R B R i 7 —— L HR B g e i), +8
X %5 5311, 2015, 29(9): 26-32.

IR, Bt 7 T DR AL S TR AT T[], 1 #RITTE R 224k AR, 2011(1):
73-77.

Gleeson, B. (2014) The Urban Condition. Routledge. https://doi.org/10.4324/9780203388174

Williams, D.R. and Vaske, J.J. (2003) The Measurement of Place Attachment: Validity and Generalizability of a Psy-
chometric Approach. Forest Science, 49, 830-840. https://doi.org/10.1093/forestscience/49.6.830

Silva, C., Kastenholz, E. and Abrantes, J.L. (2013) Place-Attachment, Destination Image and Impacts of Tourism in
Mountain Destinations. Anatolia, 24, 17-29. https://doi.org/10.1080/13032917.2012.762312

%, NE2. REM A AR XEER[T]. s8R R (2 F), 2021, 15(3): 82-
38.

Nunkoo, R. and Gursoy, D. (2012) Residents’ Support for Tourism: An Identity Perspective. Annals of Tourism Research,
39, 243-268. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.annals.2011.05.006

KA, [E 7 5 2 AR R L R T AR —— DA R AR WU B AR AR B A AR RO [T]. JERTAT B B 2R R,
2007(2): 16-20.

HERFLATE ST, SF AR, A OGRS R S, B 5U0ED]. BT R E M SRR,
2011(5): 86-93.

Moore, R.L. and Graefe, A.R. (1994) Attachments to Recreation Settings: The Case of Rail-Trail Users. Leisure Sciences,
16, 17-31. https://doi.org/10.1080/01490409409513214

DOI: 10.12677/sd.2026.165208 298 CIESES 93


https://doi.org/10.12677/sd.2026.165208
https://doi.org/10.1111/joop.12189
https://doi.org/10.4324/9780203388174
https://doi.org/10.1093/forestscience/49.6.830
https://doi.org/10.1080/13032917.2012.762312
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.annals.2011.05.006
https://doi.org/10.1080/01490409409513214

Bl <5

[27]

[28]

[29]
[30]

[35]
[36]

[37]

[38]

[39]

[40]

[41]

[42]

[43]

[44]

HiE, HKEE, R, & BT ITCM RIS 7 RN E PR —— DL R XA [I]. R 9T, 2013,
32(3): 570-579.

REE, TREFE, GAH, 5. RO HUR I R IR, MO R S B A 7T —— DAL R A D],
ASCHEEE, 2017, 32(2): 145-51.

Az, Y, EFE. T EREAERE b R WA, TGRSR, 2014(6): 87-94.

FLEE, Brog, B, S5 R P LHE RO B ORI AT A R BT —— DA HIR A BN X ORI, TR X &
JH 5 ¥R, 2016, 30(8): 30-35.

MERiE. BRI b E A R B IR ——7. 50, =il E RG], P ERFMEE, 2007(1): 36-46+81.
TR, EIRL. RA MR A P bR R R IR R[], S5 AL ST, 2018(32): 27-9+42.

KE. RE AT 7 [D]: (5008 3], 3FFe: 1R K, 2010.

P, TRRIBH. AR B R R BT B A R T R R —— 2 T B I SUE R FE[T]. e BUTYE R 2 SR (N ST
HeBIR), 2015, 43(6): 718-723.

B, EHEM, @, . RELHERAERZ 20 e
R, BroE, adiE, & M RKPT R MRS E =
X ¥ 53035, 2015, 29(4): 71-77.

Podsakoff, P.M., MacKenzie, S.B., Lee, J. and Podsakoff, N.P. (2003) Common Method Biases in Behavioral Research:
A Critical Review of the Literature and Recommended Remedies. Journal of Applied Psychology, 88, 879-903.
https://doi.org/10.1037/0021-9010.88.5.879

Hair, J.F., Anderson, R., Tatham, R., ef al. (1998) Multivariate Data Analysis. Prentice Hall International, Inc.

Hair, J.F., Risher, J.J., Sarstedt, M. and Ringle, C.M. (2019) When to Use and How to Report the Results of Pls-sem.
European Business Review, 31, 2-24. https://doi.org/10.1108/ebr-11-2018-0203

Hair, J.R.J.F., Black, W.C., Babin, B.J., ef al. (2010) Multivariate Data Analysis. 7th Ed, Pearson Prentice Hall, Upper
Saddle River.

Fornell, C. and Larcker, D.F. (1981) Evaluating Structural Equation Models with Unobservable Variables and Measure-
ment Error. Journal of Marketing Research, 18, 39-50. https://doi.org/10.1177/002224378101800104

Hu, L. and Bentler, P.M. (1999) Cutoff Criteria for Fit Indexes in Covariance Structure Analysis: Conventional Criteria
versus New Alternatives. Structural Equation Modeling: A Multidisciplinary Journal, 6, 1-55.
https://doi.org/10.1080/10705519909540118

Preacher, K.J. and Hayes, A.F. (2008) Asymptotic and Resampling Strategies for Assessing and Comparing Indirect
Effects in Multiple Mediator Models. Behavior Research Methods, 40, 879-891. https://doi.org/10.3758/brm.40.3.879

%, LHKGES LR R R ——— N IR S ATHELL D). &R AR, 2020(6): 29-34.

B[], K EARRERE AL, 2019, 26(1): 344-351.

IR Fe—— U R A e o i), TR

DOI: 10.12677/sd.2026.165208 299 CIESES 93


https://doi.org/10.12677/sd.2026.165208
https://doi.org/10.1037/0021-9010.88.5.879
https://doi.org/10.1108/ebr-11-2018-0203
https://doi.org/10.1177/002224378101800104
https://doi.org/10.1080/10705519909540118
https://doi.org/10.3758/brm.40.3.879

	乡土羁绊何以固化？农民土地流转意愿的影响机制研究
	——来自海南自贸港农户的微观经验证据
	摘  要
	关键词
	Why Does Rural Attachment Solidify? A Study on the Mechanisms Influencing Farmers’ Willingness to Transfer Land
	—Micro-Level Empirical Evidence from Farmers in the Hainan Free Trade Port
	Abstract
	Keywords
	1. 引言
	2. 理论分析与研究假设
	3. 研究设计
	4. 数据分析
	5. 讨论
	基金项目
	参考文献

