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Empirical Analysison Influence of Shadow Wage on Labor Supply of
Farmer Households in China’ s Main Forestry Production Areas

Gong Xiuyun' , Qiu Fu’
(1 Department of Labor Relations and Human Resources, Beijing Wuzi University ,Beijing 101149, China;
2 Institute of Agricultura Economics and Development ,Chinese Academy of Agricultura Sciences, Beijing 100086 , China)

Abstract : Based on the data of 480 farmer householdsin Muchuan county of Schuan and Jinzhai county of Anhui during 1990-2001 ,this paper
estimates the shadow wages of farmer households in main forestry production areas in the industries including forestry ,planting ,animal hus-
bandry and non-farming by CD function and Trandog production function ,and analyzes the influence of shadow wage ,shadow income ,farmer
householder’ s age and education level and family burden on labor supply of farmer households. The results show that ,thereisthe negative rela
tion between shadow wage and labour time;the leisureistheinferior goodsfor men and women infarmer household family ;the characteristic of
joint-decison in labor supply of farmer householdsis obvious;farmer households labors can be divided into the preliminary and the secondary ,
which can explain the labor divison of family inner as well as labor mobility in a certain degree.
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