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ments not sharing by farmers which taking the evolution history of China’s income gap between two areas
as empirical object. At last the policy was put forward from two aspects which are market cultivation
and institutional innovation.
Effect of Government Subsidy on the Utilization of Biogas in Rural China
............................................ QIU Huanguang CAI Yaging BAI Junfei and SUN Dinggiang( 85)
There are huge debates on the impacts of China’s massive subsidies on biogas. Using household
survey data collected from five provinces this paper empirically examines the impacts of the subsidies
on biogas utilization in rural China. The results show that 1 percent increase of subsidy in overall biogas
tank construction cost will contribute 0. 3 percent of biogas construction increase in rural China but
will reduce 0. 47 percent of utilization rate of existing biogas facilities. The overall effect of 1 percent in—
crease of biogas subsidy will increase 0. 12 percent of biogas use in rural China. Policy recommendations
are provided based on the results of this study.
The Village Collective Economic Development of Ethnic Autonomous Areas: A Report on
Rural Areas in Guangxi Region — «coevrereeiiiiii WANG Jingxin and YU Yongliang( 93)
This paper agrees that: total income total expenditure and annual income of village collective e—
conomy in Guangxi Autonomous Region are lower than the national average during the same period and
rely on the back of the five autonomous regions; In addition to the location of the village the develop—
ment of non-agricultural industries and so on village collective economic development in the region
differences mainly from village collective economic organizations” resource allocation and management.
Therefore we recommends that: on one hand increase relevant policies of supporting for the village
collective economic restructuring and development in the national “The 12th Five—Year Priority Poverty
Alleviation Program”; on the other hand clean up the village collective resources assets and funds
train the person in charge of village collective economic organizations to enhance configuring and man—
aging the collective “three-capital” ability and grow to develop the collective economy.
Crack Urban and Rural “Two Element Double Structure”: Empirical Study Based on
Jiaxing S|ty Zhejiang Provice «oceeeeermrmiiiiiiiiiiiii i i Gu Huashan( 99)
In recent years the majority of our city has appeared urban and rural “two element double struc—
ture” problem this is not a simple economic structure problem need from the system level to realize
the structure formation and transformation. Jiaxing’s experience of cracking the urban and rural “two el—
ement double structure” problems is a good example. The core idea is to take the reform of census regis—
ter system and the land system reform as the key to take the resolving of the “people’  “land” urban
and rural as a central link to take the optimization of urban system and speed up the new rural con—
struction as the driving force to match with corresponding supporting policy system to promote urban
and rural public service equalization and finally to complete model of city road construction.
A Research on Rural Tourism Function Building in Low-carbon Background
................................................................................. DENG Aimin and HUANG Xin( 105)
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