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Literature Review on the Issue of Relationship Between
Farm Size and Agricultural Productivity

SHI Xiaoping, LANG Hairu
(China Center for Land Policy Research,Nanjing Agricultural University , Nanjing 210095 , China)

Abstract; The relationship between farm size and agricultural productivity has been a much—debated issue in the
field of agricultural economics. For China,it also has important policy implications for the formulation of agricul-
tural development strategies related to the scale operation. Through comparing and conducting comprehensive re-
views on the previous studies on the relationship between farm size and agricultural productivity, this paper found
that selecting different productivity indicators would come to inconsistent conclusions about the relationship be-
tween farm size and productivity. Previous studies mostly interpreted the traditional inverse relationship from the
perspectives of incomplete factor markets, omitted variables, etc. and as for other types of relationship, sufficient
explanations had not been given yet among the existing literature. Above conclusions mean that local governments
in China that carry out the scale operation should take the regional conditions into account. Further research
needs to focus on how to improve the rural factor markets,how to achieve the appropriate scale operation of the
agricultural land, etc.

Key Words: Farm Size ; Agricultural Productivity ; Land Productivity ; Labor Productivity ; Literature Review

84



