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Table 1 The sample distabution of subsidy bids amd their WTA
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Table 2 The parametric estimation results by the single — and double - bounded dichotomous CVM model
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ERFH  @EwTy BEHEH  SEwTy HfE

EHE 3.508** 733, 87 4.002%** 190,57
HiFE T/ H 0.015*** 0.021***
HRIE=1, I =0 o115 7.67 0091 4.33 0.63
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FEWMN A 0.036 2.40 0.150** 7.14 4.02
FElEASER=1.F=0 1.252 83. 47 0. 590 28. 10 0.08
FEHMNE S 0.044 2.93 0.041 1.95 2.80
EfERTE I BFH=-1, TN =0 0.905** 60, 33 1.082%** 51.52 0.37
EHEATESR -1, &0 =0 0.263 17.53  0.472 22,48 0.30
Log likelihoml 87.729 213.955
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Table 3 Famers attitudes to thete converted lands after subsidy

RPEE EEEREKA(R, %) EEFRRA (A, %) 2BEREA (A, %)
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SEFERFEFLSES 43(58.00) §(18. 18] 57 (43.51)
SR 13(17.81) 33(75.00) 51 (38.93)
THIiE 2(2.74) 0 2(1.53)
HEH 73 - I3

T HESHNSGEFHEFS, EHERRKFERRET |4 FEATESHFEIXTESFHFAERR -

(2) IBHHAC 2 15 DRFFIR BHEMAS BT _E A — UL 22 A 5 T S LA J R 285 N B R 3. FRID PR GG R OR, ARl
R MR R . EENFARRBL AR R, PIHARFFIRBHEM I 2 AR T 2B B e A B S MR AR A WTA; XL
SRR BN, FEFG R E . ANBFERNEAR. DO T B4, RIS B R A gk AR M B i B A AL 2 1
KR T R I AR A S A AR K WTA G PRI, ORAFAR AR AR SR A0 20 DAAN W v A 205 A FR /K P AN InA< P W N Dy i
fifo

(3) R CWM JIERIBT S A5 18 RO & M i Z2 T 42 % 2 B, (Hl FRPHEMSE RS O KIE 15 ZA, KIOWBEHRE RO
AR AERERE, RS ORI ER B, ATRLCASCR ) CVM D535 FE RE W A RGEE S 32 U5 A ) PRI AN BB T 7 1) At i ]

REAFAERIE H I BRI M) Be i 22 o SO BUAR JURER S F RT3 MIRIRIT AT, AHILEE BN T 78 X S B A B AU S 25 S AR X
HARESHNE, FHNEMXIEEDT R T —FriES .

4 254

SCHR DA VT AT 1 R AR 5 e 55 5 Mo, B R CVM 5 VEIE A T AR P AR B BEIE AR WTA. 2580 K :

(1) M UEAR SR AIF 78 X AR oA Rk AR R IR B . BT AR BUA S — 4338 CVM FTfS- 2 1 WTA 4351k
61. 89 JT/H « 4EM 107. 76 JG/FF « 4, (B TXGHFR = RITERL S S 45 R AT SE M 5 P07, R ol 4k 482 St Fh I IS AT L
107. 76 76/7 « EMERB LK.

(2) B WIA BERRAN, 525 M P AR B R A MR A B 20 S A P B BRI 1 2 BT B AT KRS58 118, SR BEON
P Y B, R HERA S AR . R PN, B R R AT AT R BT, NAZ RN AR SRIE BHE AR BUR W
HAEHNE.

S

(1] Pegk. JeiBAFEARmHA MR ME A S 1 RN [T ], B2 mEFE, 2012(5) 1 138—141.

[2] %5, MR, HRER. BHHENK: AG S, SRS 545 fFEt — 3T =48 & P AE R SHE S8
[J]. &5 (EH), 2004, 4(1):139—162.

[3] Bennett M T. China’ s sloping land conversion program: Institutional innovation or business as usual

[J]. Ecological Economics, 2008, 65( 4) : 699 —711.



(4] EZAMALR. 2006 45 EAOL A R M), dest: s E ROl R, 2007,

(5] i, B, Eaf, 5. BPREMR TR Gt N e Zm ot — UH R B R X ol [T, TR X3RS
i, 2013, 27(7):78—84.

(6] #hiftz, sarhsk. WrEIEBHEMK TREZPF AT Sk o0 — 3 T Bkpi 4 8 BRI SGERT 7T [T 1. RALEORZHE, 2010(4) :85
—91.

[7] Bullock A, KingB. Evaluating China’ s slope land conversion program as sustainable management in Tianquan

and Wugi counties [J]. Journal of Environmental Management, 2011, 92( 8) : 1916 — 1922.

(8] Fje. BHHEM: MAABSBUGTME] [J]. L5F0UHF, 2004 (4) :107—116.

(9] EE¥#, BWF, MEM, 5. KA E SRR DRBER 7y & B &G gL BT 7T — AR K F AR R X
JA 124 88 o [T]. BEEERE, 2010, 32(10) :2030—2037.

L10] 5k, ¥, mllbk. Hr—RANI AR IBHHEM SRR R T [T]. vadbtkesfesdk, 2010, 25(4) :219—
222.

[11] EARMSE, ¥, KiE. EBHEM G P B R EEFET R —UHRA e X 8 [J]. Mlk&sFnE, 2010,
30(6) :478—481.

[12] Eir%, #hrd, T, RRSE5ESHETB 2B ERR [J]. Mk@fm#E, 2012, 32(1) :71—75.

[13] Loomis J B, Walsh R G. Recreation Economic Decisions; Comparing Benefits and Costs ( No. Ed. 2)
[M]. Pennsylvania: Venture Publishinglnc., 1997.

[14] Bjornstad D J, Kahn J R. The Contingent Valuation of Environmental Resources: Methodological Issues and
Research Needs [M]. Brookfield: Edward Elgar Publishing Ltd., 1996.

[15]Hanemann WM. Welfare Evaluations in Contingent Valuation Experiments with Discrete Responses[J]. American

Journal of Agricultural Economics, 1984, 66( 3) : 332 — 341.

[16JHanemann M, Loomis J, Kanninen B. Statistical efficiency of double — bounded dichotomous choice contingent

valuation [J]. American Journal of Agricultural Economics, 1991, 73( 4) : 1255 — 1263.

[17] Loomis J B, Gonzélez — CabdanA. Comparing the economic value of reducing fire risk to spotted owl habitat

in California and Oregon [J]. Forest Science, 1997, 43( 4) : 473 — 482.

[18] Shyamsundar P, Kramer R A. Tropical forest protection: An empirical analysis of the costs borne by local

people [J]. Journal of Environmental Economics and Management, 1996, 31( 2) : 129 — 144.

L19] w5, MIEH, BRT, . LREFRE SR — 3 T X005 =70 30 OB SRt /e [T ], &2, 2012,



32(7) :2212—2222.

[20]WhittingtonD. Administering contingent valuation surveys in developing countries[J]. World Development,

1998, 26( 1) : 21 — 30.

[21] Cameron T A. A new paradigm for valuing non — market goods using referendum data: Maximum likelihood
estimation by Censored Logistic Regression [J]. Journal of Environmental Economics and Management, 1988, 15( 3) :

355 — 379.

[22] Cameron T A. Interval estimates of non — market resource values from referendum contingent valuation

surveys [J]. Land Economics, 1991, 67( 4) : 413 — 421.

[23] 8FN6, By, Trbed, 2. BibFt. SOR =0 R E TG 75 iR B EL i — DAL 5t 2= 5005 Y i i fa 3 Wl 6
WA [J]. FEPRSER:, 2007, 27(1) :39—43.

(24 W oM. R R AR IS B DU ANV RS IN F2 — DR B4 681 RIS [T, *PEAOLARE, 2009,
42( 12) : 4372 — 4382.

[25] CaoS, XuC, ChenL, etal. Attitudes of farmers in China’ s northern Shaanxi province towards the land
— use changes required under the grain for green project, and implications for the project’ s success [J]. Land

Use Policy, 2009, 26( 4) : 1182 — 1194.

[26] Wang C, Malaren V. Evaluation of economic and social impacts of the sloping land conversion program:

A case study in Dunhua county, China [J]. Forest Policy and Economics, 2012, 14( 1) : 50 — 57.



