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Tab. 1 The characteristics of the 12 typical villages in the study area
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1%
| 0 —
1l <50 —
>50
-1 50%
11
-2 N 50%
33
hm? 3 @
@ €)
@
Yi =X0+zﬁixl te 1)
yl XO Xi ﬁl &
Pearson I
0.661 Il
0.640 -1

111-2
0.8



726 33
Tab. 3 The indicator system of factors influencing the cultivated land abandonment
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Tab. 4 The characteristics of rural households of different types
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Tab. 5 The characteristics of cultivated land abandonment of rural households of different types
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Tab. 6 The proportion of abandoned area accounted for contracted land area changes with farming radius
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Tab. 7 The current status of cultivated land abandonment

/hm? 1% /hm? 1% /hm? 1%
1 5.19 48.60 2.37 22.22 3.12 29.18
Il 7.71 44.57 5.23 30.16 4.37 25.27
-1 8.00 63.27 1.76 13.91 2.89 22.82
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Tab. 8 The regression results of impact indicators of rural households of different types
| I 11-1 111-2
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Factors influencing the cultivated land abandonment of
households of different types:
A case study of 12 typical villages in Chongqing Municipality

LI Zanhong', YAN Jianzhong*, HUA Xiaobo', XIN Liangjie* , LI Xiubin®
(1. College of Resources and Environment, Southwest University, Chongging 400716, China;
2. Institute of Geographic Sciences and Natural Resources Research, CAS, Beijing 100101, China)

Abstract: In recent years, land abandonment has become a great concern in academia, as it
has linkages with cropland loss and grain security. The study on the drivers and determinants
of cultivated land abandonment will help the policy makers to formulate better land use
planning, land consolidation and land program. Most studies take farmers as a whole, while
few consider the difference among farmers’ behaviors of cultivated land abandonment. This
paper analyzes the difference on farmers' behaviors of cultivated land abandonment based on
household survey and land plot survey in 12 typical villages of Chongging, and explores of
the factors influencing the cultivated land abandonment by adopting multivariate linear
regression model. The results indicate that: 1) There are many differences among different
household types in the proportion of abandoned households, abandoned area per household,
the proportion of abandoned area accounted for contracted land area changed with farming
radius, current status of cultivated land abandonment and the differences of cultivated land
abandonment in different years; 2) The damage from wild animal and cultivated land area per
capita are the common causes for cultivated land abandonment of households of different
types. For type basic households, the experiences of outgoing of household head, farming
radius and distance from the town are the main causes for cultivated land abandonment. The
proportion of agricultural labor, the experiences of outgoing of household head, area of each
plot size and cultivated land revenue have negative influences on cultivated land
abandonment for type natural asset households. In addition, family population, non- farm
income, farming radius and farmland transfer area affect cultivated land abandonment for type
manpower asset households.

Key words: cultivated land abandonment; impact factors; household; Chongging Municipality



