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The Impact of Financial Development on Modern Agriculture in China:
Based on Structural Equation Model and 31 Provinces
LIU Li - jun"?® WANG Jian" QIN Wei’
(la. College of Business 1b. College of Economics and Trade Hebei Agriculture University Baoding 071001
China; 2. College of Economics and Trade Hebei Geoscience University Shijiazhuang 050031 China;
3. Statistical Evcaluation Office Hebei Province Poverty Alleviation and Development office Shijiazhuang 050000 China)

Abstract: This paper chose FINA — AGRI SEM model using the data of 31 provinces and cities in China from
2009 to 2015 to quantitatively analyze of the role of financial development and modern agriculture in China and the
impact of path. The result shows that Hypothesis testing of the FINA — AGRI model supports some of the research
hypotheses. The impact of financial size on modern agriculture is significant and the relevant research hypotheses
are supported; the impact of financial structure on modern agriculture is not significant and the related research
hypotheses are rejected. Hypothesis testing on financial depth only supports the hypothesis that the depth of the e—
conomy is beneficial to the agricultural economy and other assumptions are rejected. The level of Chinas financial
development does not meet the needs of the development of modern agriculture.

Key words: financial development; modern agriculture; SEM

( 56 )
The Impact of Lowered Enrollment Thresholds of Urban Public Schools on Children” s Migration with
Rural Migrant Workers: An Analysis Based on the Natural Experiment in Sample Cities
KE Mi ZHU Gang
( Rural Development Institute Chinese Academy of Social Sciences Beijing 100732 China)

Abstract: Based on the database of Chinese Urban Labor Market Survey carried out in cities of Shanghai Wu-
han Shenyang Fuzhou and Xi” an this paper draws on the characteristics of sample cities where the threshold for
accepting children of rural migrant workers into the enrollment of public schools in local cities has been gradually
lowered and employs difference — in — difference ( DID) approach to examine the effect of enrollment thresholds
lowering at the compulsory education stage of public schools on the decision — making of children’ s migration with
their parents. The findings of the research indicate that if Xi” an is considered as an individual test group and serves
as a sample then compared to other cities in the control group with a DID approach the released local policy on
lowering the enrollment threshold for rural migrant workers’ children to study in public schools will encourage them
to follow their parents to the city; the study further indicates that the positive effect of the aforementioned lowering
— the — threshold policy for rural migrant workers’ children in Xi” an varies in different groups: for boys children
within the required age of compulsory education children of the householders migrating within their provinces and
those who have grandparents in their hometown the said policy plays a more significant role to encourage them to
follow their parents.

Key words: rural migrant workers; children’ s migration; compulsory education; public schools; enrollment

threshold
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