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(REHE X Z)

Impact of Land Tenure Security on Land Investment: A Literature Study

JI Dengyan, MA Xianlei, SHI Xiaoping "
(China Center for Land Policy Research, Nanjing Agricultural University, Nanjing 210095, China)

Abstract ; Secure land tenure is believed to motivate long—term investment in soil conservation. So according to
the impact of land tenure security on land investment, both domestic and international academic circles have
launched a large number of theoretical and empirical pursuits. However, previous researches, especially empiri-
cal researches, have failed to reach a consensus on the mechanism and extent of the impact. To explore the rea-
sons, this paper conducts a comparative and comprehensive review on researches which have examined the rela-
tionship between land tenure security and land investment. The result shows that the differences in land tenure
security definitions, land tenure security indicators and land investment types, and the defects of methods and
data are likely to affect the results, which leads to inconsistent conclusions. Therefore, policy makers should
treat the existing research conclusions about the relationship between land tenure security and land investment
cautiously. Future research should be improved on the concept and indicator of security, the selection of the type
of investment, research model and method, and the data selected.

Key words:Land Tenure Security ; Land Investment ; Impact Mechanism ; Literature Study
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