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Review on Rural Homestead Studies

XU Zhongguo ZHUO Yuefei WU Cifang LI Guan

Abstract: The purpose of this paper is to systematically review the origin and evolution of resear—

ches on rural homestead and to figure out its development trend in order to provide a basis for discove—

ring research gaps and new research problems. Literature survey method literature bibliometric analysis

method are employed. Research results show that rural homestead researches can be divided into two

parts: comprehensive researches and thematic researches. Comprehensive researches are composed with

two sub—fields of homestead institutional change and property right system. Thematic researches can be
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further divided into five sub—sections including homestead acquisition circulation mortgage withdraw
and exchange. Currently scientific researches in this field are over—concentrated in topics of homestead
property right system circulation withdraw exchange and so on. While the research directions on home—
stead institutional change acquisitions mortgages and so on have not been received enough attention
and need to be further explored.
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