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Table 1 Weights of local consensus and group integration indicators
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Table 2 Variables, their value assignment, and descriptive statistics
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Table 3 Benchmark regression results

K mYER] a5 2 1153
7 PEIER 0.084* 0.061
(0.045) (0.046)
HEARRLA 0.119%**  0.107**
(0.042) (0.043)
i 0.024 0.003 0.011
(0.090) (0.090) (0.091)
AEE -0.006 -0.005 -0.005
(0.004) (0.004) (0.004)
ZHH TR -0.023 -0.022 -0.023
(0.016) (0.016) (0.016)
A5 0.112 0.117 0.098
(0.166) (0.166) (0.166)
A TH 0.039 0.021 0.018
(0.182) (0.182) (0.182)
FIEAFIA 0.012 0.012 0.011
(0.008) (0.008) (0.008)
RPARAERT R ARG -0.041 -0.040 -0.042
(0.026) (0.025) (0.026)
A MRBOR E 0.165* 0.152 0.141
(0.0987) (0.100) (0.099)
IMRBCRIN R 0.012 0.020 0.017
(0.037) (0.037) (0.037)
AT R A 0.014 0.009 0.001
(0.094) (0.094) (0.094)
FNAEIR RIS YRR —0.063 -0.051 -0.053
(0.046) (0.046) (0.046)
R 1.621 %% 1.438%%% ] 359%%x
(0.444) (0.440) (0.449)
Loglikelihood -566.389 -564.208  -563.398
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Table 4 Marginal effect regression results

GIS S 1 4 EIER] 15 6
Hb 5 LR 0.020% 0.015
(0.011) 0.011)
FEARRA 0.028*#* 0.026%*
(0.010) (0.010)
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Table 5 Robustness test 1: Include the township dummy variable

AR 15 7 158 mYEL
Hi AL 0.083* 0.059
(0.045) (0.046)
EAUNTIUN 0.118%** 0.107%*
(0.042) (0.043)
A BECT RECT RECT]
R 1.534%%% 1.349%% 1.279%%*
(0.465) (0.465) (0.473)
Loglikelihood -566.116 -563.926 -563.158
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Table 6 Robustness test 2: Remove the short-term residence sample
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(0.047) (0.048) (0.046) (0.047)
HERRA 0.142%%% 0.133%%* 0.132% % 0.120%%%
(0.043) (0.044) (0.043) (0.044)
AR BRG] e BECT e BECT BRG]
fipiel 1.042%% 0.784%* 0.712% 1.549%* 1.219% 1.167
(0.373) (0.376) (0.386) (0.704) (0.713) (0.718)
Loglikelihood -528.035 -524.323 -523.844 ~544.410 ~541.656 ~540.865
FURIINTED 1190 1190 1190 1235 1235 1235

T ()t T 1A 10-12 Fr SRR P BRAR LA AR IR AR 120 H  CPEAR SR AL fit P R B 1 BRI AR i, Fb il AE 4t

Fe2—3 W 13-15 gl ds e 5% 2 —2

http://www.resci.cn



728 BEOUR BE

H 454 41
RT WEEAIE IV-Probit B34 R
Table 7 Regression results of endogenous variables IV-Probit
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Table 8 Regression results of group integration mediation effect test
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Table 9 Regression results of sample difference test based on surnames
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Hb s 2R 0.150%* 0.124%% -0.010 -0.038
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Loglikelihood -328.542 -328.670 -326.714 -229.672 -228.225 -228.105
FURIIELED 739 739 739 568 568 568
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The effect of local consensus and group integration on
rural residents’ household waste classification and
disposal behavior

HOU Guoging', GAO Ming?, QIAO Guanghua'
(1. College of Economics and Management, Inner Mongolia Agricultural University, Hohhot 010010, China; 2. Research Center
for Rural Economy, Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Affairs, Beijing 100810, China)

Abstract: [Objective] Promoting waste classification is an important means to solve the problem
of rural household waste management. This study aimed to explain the effect of local consensus
and group integration on rural residents’ household waste classification and disposal behavior, in
order to clarify the important role of informal institutions in promoting the classification of rural
household waste. [Methods] Based on the data of 1307 micro-samples in Inner Mongolia, this
study used the Probit, IV- Probit, and mediation effect model to explore the impact of local
consensus and group integration on the rural residents’ household waste classification and disposal
behavior. [Results] The results of this research show that local consensus and group integration
have a significant positive impact on household waste classification and disposal behavior;
However, the direct impact of local consensus is not significant, and group integration has played
an mediation role in the impact of local consensus on household waste classification and disposal
behavior; Rural residents with dominant surnames are more likely to be influenced by local
consensus and tend to carry out household waste classification and disposal. [Conclusion] Based
on these results, this article suggested that the positive role of local consensus should be paid
attention to, and efforts should be made to improve the identification and integration of rural
residents with villages. Various measures should be taken according to the characteristics of
different groups to encourage rural residents to actively carry out household waste classification
and disposal.

Key words: local consensus; group integration; rural residents; household waste classification; I'V-
Probit; mediation effect; Inner Mongolia
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