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Three international conferences this year will help close a global deal toward a sustainable future 
for the planet and its people: Climate Conference of the Parties to the United Nations Framework 
Convention on Climate Change (COP26), Biodiversity Convention on  Biological Diversity (CBD 
15), and the Food Systems Summit. Current CCICED work related to food systems includes green 
supply chains, basin-wide freshwater management, biodiversity, climate, and oceans. This white 
paper provides a frame of reference for experts to map opportunities for synergies with these 
three United Nations processes from the perspective of China’s food system and help identify 
possible next steps for CCICED’s work in this area. 

 

1. CHINA’S FOOD SYSTEM TRANSFORMATION  

Over the past 20 years, China’s food systems have undergone a significant transformation: from 
modernization and intensification of food production to retail food diversification to multiple dietary 
transitions. Some of the most remarkable outcomes of this globally unprecedented transformation 
have been the reduction of hunger and poverty. These outcomes and emerging trends have profound 
implications for a sustainable food future in China and beyond. Details of this transformation are 
reviewed below. 
 
A. Sustainable Food Systems 
 
Food production in China has been modernizing with the increasing adoption of synthetic inputs, 
machines, and the advancement of farm infrastructure. To begin with, the usage of synthetic inputs 
grew steadily between 2000 and 2010. By 2010, the application of chemical fertilizers per hectare in 
China had reached 346 kilograms, about four times the world average (Luan et al., 2013). At the same 
time, China has become the world’s largest consumer of chemical pesticides by both total amount and 

http://www.fao.org/faostat/en/
http://www.fao.org/faostat/en/
https://hungrycities.net/wp-content/uploads/2020/07/Research-Brief-4.pdf
https://cciced.eco/research/special-policy-study/post-2020-global-biodiversity-conservation-3/
https://www.unicef.cn/en/figure-23-capita-disposable-income-urban-rural-19902017
https://cciced.eco/research/special-policy-study/global-ocean-governance-and-ecological-civilization-building-a-sustainable-ocean-economy-for-china/
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per-hectare application. Figures 1 and 2 show the recent trend of nitrogen fertilizer and pesticide 
application per hectare in China, in comparison to the United States, EU, and world average. 
  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

Figure 1. Nitrogen fertilizer application (kg/ha) in China, the United States, European 
Union, and world average between 2000 and 2018. Source:  FAOSTAT (Global Food and 
Agriculture Statistics of Food and Agriculture Organization), 2021a. 

Figure 2. Pesticide application (kg/ha) in China, the United States, European 
Union, and world average between 2000 and 2018. Source: FAOSTAT, 2021b. 
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Over the last two decades, China made substantial progress in agricultural mechanization. According 
to the Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Affairs (2019), by 2019, China reached 70% in comprehensive 
mechanization1, almost doubled from 1999 (38%) (Jiao & Dong, 2018). The comprehensive levels of 
mechanization for rice, wheat, and maize production have all exceeded 80%. Across China, over 450 
counties have achieved full mechanization and are designated by the state as demonstration sites. 
 
China has expanded the total area of modern agricultural infrastructure. By 2017, the total area of 
protected horticulture (3.7 million ha) had more than doubled from 2000 (1.8 million ha) (Jiang & Zhang, 
2009; Sun et al., 2019) and accounts for over 85% of the global total. In addition, within the protected 
horticulture, technological advancement has been reached in heat retention, automated irrigation, and 
fertilizer application (Sun et al., 2019). 
 
Food production in China has been intensifying through the scaling up and consolidation of farmland. 
Compared to most industrialized Western countries, farmland is overall less concentrated in China due 
to the legacy of the Household Responsibility System and collective land ownership. Roughly 200 
million small-scale farming households in China comprise the majority of farming entities (Ju et al., 
2016). However, since the late 1990s, farmland consolidation has become a common trend in rural 
development. By 2016, 36% of farmland, involving 70 million farming households, had been transferred 
to large agribusinesses or farmers’ cooperatives (Chen, 2017; Liu, 2017). As farm size increases, food 
production scales up. Land consolidation also enables the vertical integration of farming, processing, 
and agritourism, particularly for agribusinesses. The growth of large domestic agribusinesses not only 
accelerates agricultural modernization in China but also strengthens China’s engagement with the 
global food economy (Schneider, 2017). 

 
B. Food Retail Diversification 
 
During the 1990s, China witnessed the initial development of supermarkets (Hu et al., 2004), which 
embarked on rapid growth in 2004 following the relaxation of restrictions on foreign investment in food 
retail (Si et al., 2019). Initially, foreign supermarket chains, including Carrefour, Metro AG, and Walmart, 
shaped China’s supermarket landscape, but with substantial growth in the past two decades, domestic 
supermarket chains such as Vanguard and Yonghui have overtaken foreign chains in total sales. 
China’s supermarket landscape has been further diversified by the recent entrance of e-commerce 
retailers such as Alibaba and Jingdong. It is important to note that, despite their growing presence in 
the Chinese market, supermarkets have yet to replace the role of traditional markets in food retail. 
Especially with regard to fresh food, the traditional “wet markets” remain the primary choice among 
urban consumers in China (Si et al., 2019). Wet markets make up over 80% of the vegetable retail 
(Zhang & Pan, 2013), while consumers increasingly turn to supermarkets for processed and packaged 
foods (Zhou et al., 2015). Additionally, China’s food retail landscape goes beyond the supermarket/wet 
market dualism and is diversifying with the rise of alternative food networks and online retail businesses. 
 
The rise of alternative food networks was driven by widespread food safety anxiety. Food safety anxiety 
is one of the by-products of modernization in China’s food systems. Consumers are increasingly 

 
1 According to the Yearbook of China’s Agricultural Machine Industry, comprehensive mechanization is calculated by the weighted sum of 
mechanization rate in plowing (40%), seed drilling (30%), and harvesting (30%). 
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concerned about soil contaminants and residue of chemical inputs in fresh food, as well as 
counterfeiting or adulteration in processed foods. Food scandals such as the melamine-tainted milk 
tragedy heightened the food scare and stimulated the formation of alternative food networks, where 
consumers pay a price premium to purchase food directly from trusted farmers (Si et al., 2015). 
Despite being a market niche, alternative food networks have experienced substantial growth over the 
past decade, exceeding 500 initiatives across the country. 

 
Digitalization of food retail took off during the past decade in China, thanks to expansion in Internet 
access and online delivery services. The online grocery market accounted for 32.5 % of total grocery 
transactions in China in 2018, a dramatic rise from only 1.4% in 2010 (van Ewijk et al., 2020). Between 
2014 and 2018, total online grocery sales in China grew by an average of 35% annually, making China 
the largest online grocery market in the world; in contrast, online grocery shopping made up less than 
5% of grocery expenditures in the United States in 2018 (Van Ewijk et al., 2020). COVID-19 and 
quarantine measures further boosted China’s online grocery market. Based on a survey of 5,013 
consumers by McKinsey, 74% of Chinese consumers visited online grocery channels more frequently 
at the onset of the pandemic, and 55% are likely to continue buying more food online after the 
pandemic subsides (Zipser & Poh, 2020). This analysis also shows that online food sales in China had 
monthly growth rates consistently above 25% between April 2019 and September 2020. The 
deepening digitalization of food retailing in China will have profound nutritional, economic, and 
environmental implications.1. NbS should be a topic of future CCICED work, including through the 
creation of a new Special Policy Study. Such work should be coordinated with CCICED’s ongoing work 
related to biodiversity, climate mitigation, climate adaptation, and integrated water resource, as well as 
international work including the green Belt and Road Initiative (BRI), green supply chains, and 
green/conservation finance.  

 
C. Dietary Transitions 
 
One of the most dramatic outcomes of dietary transitions in China is the improvement of nutritional 
status indicators. The percentage of China’s population that is undernourished has dropped from 10.6% 
in 2001 to less than 2.5% in 2019. During the same period, consumption of meat grew 50%, of fish 
100%, and of dairy 300%, resulting in levels of daily calorie, protein, and fat intake per capita of 3,000 
Kcal, 100 g, and 97 g, respectively. At the current rate, China is on track to reach nutritional levels on 
par with those of Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD) countries 
withithis decade.  
 
Growing purchasing power among Chinese consumers, exposure to Western and processed food, 
and increasing dining out at restaurants are drivers of China’s changing dietary structure. As Huang 
et al. (2020a) summarize, the traditional diet in China of mostly cereals, low-fat, and diversified dishes 
has been transitioning toward a more Westernized diet that features lower cereal, tuber, and vegetable 
intake and more animal product (see Figure 3), processed foods, and sweetened beverage 
consumption. Intake of salt and cooking oils is far above the levels recommended by the Chinese 
Nutrition Guidelines. As a consequence, the Chinese diet is evolving from a high-carbohydrate diet to 
a high-fat diet. These changes have alarming health and environmental implications. 
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The health implications of the dietary transition include the rising prevalence of overweight, obesity, 
hypertension, diabetes, and other non-communicable diseases. According to Huang et al. (2020a), the 
prevalence of overweight and obesity increased from 16.4% and 3.6% in 1992 to 30.1% and 11.9% in 
2012. Between 2002 and 2012, the occurrence of hypertension and diabetes climbed by 34% and 
273%, respectively. 

 
D. From a Net Exporter to a Net Importer of Food 

In 2014, China transitioned from a net exporter to a net importer of agricultural products when the 
value of agricultural imports exceeded exports (Zhu, 2018). This change reflects China’s rapidly 
expanding import of land-intensive food products, including oilseeds, vegetable oil, and meat (see 
Figure 4). At the same time, robust growth is seen in China’s export of labour-intensive food products, 
such as vegetables, fruits, and aquatic products, as Figure 5 shows. 

 
 
 
 

 
 

Figure 3. Per capita meat consumption (kg/capita/year) in the United States, China, 
India, and world average between 2014 and 2018. Source: FAOSTAT, 2021c. 
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Figure 5. China’s agricultural import and export structure between 2001 and 2016. Source: Zhu, 2018. 

Figure 4. Meat and soybean imports for China and the world total imports between 2000 and 
2019. Source: FAOSTAT, 2021d. 

 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

China’s dietary transition and changing trade structures contribute to what has been conceptualized 
as the global grain–oilseed–livestock complex (Weis, 2013). Weis argues that the expansion of 
intensive animal agriculture and the growth in the industrialized production of grain and oilseeds 
are mutually reinforcing. More specifically, cheap grain and oilseeds produced through 
unsustainable monocropping enable the expansion of the livestock industry, which renders the 
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Figure 6. Total carbon dioxide-equivalent (CO2-eq.) embedded in soy imports in major soy-importing regions in the period 
2010–2015, million tons (Mt). Source: Escobar et al., 2020. 

structural grain/oilseed surpluses into profits and sustains the crop producers.  This complex nexus 
amplifies the environmental impact of agriculture on a global scale. Soybean is a key crop in this 
complex. The soybean trade between China and Brazil is associated with deforestation, land 
degradation, biodiversity loss, and greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions in Brazil. A 2020 study by 
Escobar et al. found that China is associated with the most GHG emissions embedded in soy 
imports, six times greater than the second importing country (see Figure 6). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

If China continues on the current trajectory, its contribution to global warming, land degradation, 
biodiversity loss, and deforestation will intensify. Interestingly, as Figure 7 indicates, China ranks 
9th among importing countries in terms of GHG emissions per ton of soybeans from Brazil. This 
is because the major Brazilian states that export soybeans to China are associated with 
comparatively lower land-use change and emission density (Escobar et al., 2020). The data suggest 
that China could reduce the embedded GHG emissions from food imports by seeking sustainable 
sources of production and adopting sustainable processing practices. 
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Figure 7. Carbon footprint of major soy-importing regions, as CO2-eq. per soy-eq. (t t−1). Source: Escobar et al., 2020. 
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2. SYNERGIES AND CHALLENGES  

This section outlines the synergies between the transformation in China’s food systems and the vision 
of the United Nations Sustainable Food Systems Summit (“the Summit”). It also maps out key 
challenges that China faces in developing healthier, more sustainable, and equitable food systems. 
Because the Summit will be guided by five Action Tracks, the analysis of synergies and challenges is 
organized around them. The analysis of synergies intends to highlight the best practices and policy 
tools in China that could be drawn on by other countries to deliver progress in sustainable development. 
The analysis of challenges invites dialogue on possible solutions through domestic innovations and 
international collaboration. 
 

Action Track 1: Ensure access to safe and nutritious food for all 
 
The goal of Action Track 1 is to eradicate hunger and all forms of malnutrition by ensuring all people 
at all times have access to nutritious, affordable and safe food. The following analysis highlights China’s 
progress in ensuring access to safe and nutritious food and points out the remaining challenges. 
 

Synergies 
 
 Since 1996, China has committed to becoming self-sufficient in the provision of staple grains. 

Policy measures include direct subsidies to farmers, input subsidies, and government 
procurement of staple grains with price floors to protect grain farmers. The latest analysis 
indicates that, as of 2019, China maintains 98% self-sufficiency in rice, wheat, and maize (Yang 
et al., 2019). As for non-grain foods, China employs the Vegetable Basket Project to secure 
the provisioning of vegetables, meat, fish, and eggs. This project holds prefecture-level city 
mayors accountable for the production, distribution, and safety of non-grain foods (Zhong et 
al., 2019). It also mandates the construction and maintenance of wet markets, which are the 
primary source of fresh food to urban Chinese consumers. The mandate ensures that the 
development of markets sufficiently matches the expansion of cities and urban populations 
(Zhong et al., 2019). In order to further improve physical access to fresh food, some municipal 
governments require supermarkets to carry adequate fresh produce. For example, the 
government of Nanjing stipulates that supermarkets must dedicate at least 20%–30% of their 
business areas to fresh produce (Zhong et al., 2019). 

 
 Food safety governance in China has implications for the domestic food economy, public 

health, social stability, and even the political legitimacy of the ruling party (Kang, 2019). As 
Chinese President Xi commented in 2013, food safety management was a test of the Chinese 
Party’s governance ability. In response to major food safety scandals in the 2000s, the Chinese 
State enacted the first version of a food safety law in 2009. The food safety law progressed 
and received two amendments in 2015 and 2019, which extended the scope of the law to 
specify the process of food safety supervision and to emphasize comprehensive risk 
management from farm to fork. The progression of the law reinforced safety standards, added 
sanctions for violations, and enacted the Criminal Code for the production of toxic food (Kang, 
2019). The law pushed for the nationwide extension of the food traceability system. By 2019, 
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Box 1 
Multidimensional food safety risks and governance challenges in China 

 
1. Three categories of food safety contamination and risk factors  

o Microbiological contamination (meat from diseased animals; zoonotic diseases) is 
aggravated by increasing international trade, consolidation of livestock farming, changing 
human/animal interactions.  

o Chemical contamination (pesticide residue; processing additives) is aggravated by 
agricultural industrialization and growth of the processed food industry. 

o Physical contamination (adulteration and non-food substances in food processing) is 
aggravated by growth in processed food industry and insufficient supervision. 

 
2.  Inefficiency in food safety regulatory implementation 

o Institutional fragmentation at national and local levels between food safety regulatory 
agencies. 

o Strong will of central government in strengthening food safety governance but weak local 
government incentive and capacity in implementation. 

 
3. Lack of engagement with private sector and civil society stakeholders 

o Government recommendations are prescribed for large food companies, although 70% of 
food businesses in China have 10 or fewer employees and struggle to follow government 
guidelines. 

o Government sets food safety regulatory standards, and civil society initiatives lack 
institutional channels to have their food safety guarantee measures integrated into the 
government standards. 

Source: Koberinski et al., 2019; Kang, 2019. 

over 58 cities in China had established a traceability system for meats and vegetables, 
involving over 80,000 enterprises and 500,000 businesses.2 

 
Challenge 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Box 1 shows the complexity of food safety risks in China and outlines the multidimensional challenges 
to executing food safety regulations. Governing China’s food safety is a daunting task, considering the 
sheer scale of the country, its diversified food geographies, and the multilevel bureaucratic system. In 
light of limited government engagement with industry or civil society actors, scholars have raised 
concerns about the efficacy of China’s current food safety regulatory approach (Connolly et al., 2016; 
Kang, 2019). Therefore, it is essential to investigate what institutional mechanism the Chinese 
government could incorporate in order to enable co-governance of food safety with the private sector 
and civil society. 

 
2 https://zycpzs.mofcom.gov.cn/html/guowuyuanxinxi/2019/1/1548379101888.html 

https://zycpzs.mofcom.gov.cn/html/guowuyuanxinxi/2019/1/1548379101888.html
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Action Track 2: Shift to sustainable consumption patterns 
 
This action track focuses on reshaping consumption patterns to support sustainably produced food 
and to reduce food waste and embedded waste of land and water resources.  
 
Synergies 
 

  China’s food certification scheme classifies food products as organic, green, hazard-free, 
or non-certified.Organic and green food standards are found to have integrated 
agroecological principles to an extent, whereby certification standards of organic foods are 
more stringent than green foods (Scott et al., 2014). Organic and green food markets have 
been steadily expanding in China over the past decade, despite comparatively high price 
premiums (300%–500% for organic foods). As of 2019, China is the world’s 4th largest 
market for organic food, after the United States, Germany, and France. The total retail 
turnover of organic foods in China exceeded EUR 8.5 billion (Willer et al., 2021). At the 
same time, China’s total retail sales of green food reached EUR 59.8 billion. Certified green 
food has penetrated over 7% of China’s rice market, as well as 5% of its fresh fruit and 
soybean markets.3 Chinese consumers have a growing appetite for sustainably produced 
food in light of rising purchasing power and health awareness. 
 

 As Section I discussed, the ongoing dietary transition in China is linked to the rise of non-
communicable diseases and food-related ecological footprint. To reorient China’s dietary 
transition, the state is promoting a Balanced Diet Pyramid (Pingheng Shanshi Baota) 
through the 2016 Dietary Guidelines and the Health China (2019–2030) campaign. The 
Balanced Diet Pyramid recommends sufficient intake of dairy products, grains, fruits and 
vegetables, and moderate consumption of meat, eggs, and fish. Complete implementation 
of the Balanced Diet Pyramid will cut half of per capita meat consumption and improve 
vegetable consumption. However, the Balanced Diet is only advice for the public and 
unlikely to be widely adopted without effective policy incentives. 

 
 China’s food waste is on the rise. The growth in consumer food waste indicates not only 

waste of land and water resources in food production but also aggravates the pressure on 
municipal waste management. Food waste in Chinese cities makes up 50%–70% of 
municipal solid waste, three to four times the average in U.S. cities and twice the average 
in European cities (Freese & Han, 2019). Most of the food waste is landfilled or incinerated, 
aggravating soil, air, and groundwater pollution as well as GHG emissions. To counter the 
growth in food waste, the government has endorsed the “Clean Plate” campaign to 
discourage excessive food ordering at restaurants and in 2021 enacted the Anti Food-
Waste Law to penalize food service providers for causing substantial food waste.  

 
 
 

 
3 https://www.sohu.com/a/412499976_730526 

https://www.sohu.com/a/412499976_730526
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Challenge 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Box 2 
China’s food waste conundrum 

1. No consensus on food waste measurement methodology or results 
A. There is no official data on the scale of food waste in China. Existing research provides a 

wealth of food waste estimates, but substantial variation is found between different 
estimates, particularly in the case of household waste. Lack of data consistency 
undermines the efficacy of policy response.  

 
2.  Waste reduction efforts at odds with food customs and increasing restaurant dining 

A. In the traditional food culture, hosts show hospitability and respect to guests by serving 
more dishes than can be finished, especially at businesses banquets and social dining. To 
save face, many shy away from taking leftovers. 

B. Increasing restaurant dining is associated with growth in consumer food waste. The 2021 
anti-food-waste law aims to penalize food service providers with excessive food waste, but 
details of enforcement remain unrefined and the efficacy are unclear. 

 
3. Barriers to legislation and enforcement of waste disposal at municipal level 

A. The central government outlines the principles and standards of waste management, 
while municipal governments create and implement specific local waste management 
policies within their jurisdiction. 

B. Most cities have not codified the administration of food waste and lack binding laws on 
business/household food waste separation and collection. Businesses lack financial 
incentives to comply with waste management rules. 

 
Source: United Nations Environment Program, 2021; Freese and Han, 2019. 
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Action Track 3: Boost nature-positive production  
 
The objective of Action Track 3 is to reduce biodiversity loss, pollution, resource consumption, soil 
degradation, and GHG emissions through the adoption of resource-efficient and ecologically sound 
production practices. Action Track 3 emphasizes the inclusion of small-scale farmers and enterprises, 
whose opportunities and challenges are analyzed in detail below. 
 

Synergies 
 

 In 2015, the concept of agricultural supply-side reform was published at the Central 
Conference of Rural Work in light of new food challenges in China. As the State Council 
(2017) articulated, China’s major food challenge has shifted from insufficient production to 
a structural imbalance between supply and demand. In order to address the challenge, 
recent national-level agricultural policies have prioritized quality improvement and market 
connectivity of food production. China’s 14th Five-Year Plan emphasizes the “greening” of 
agriculture and aims to reduce chemical inputs, improve animal manure treatment, and 
improve administration of food certifications (organic, green, hazard-free, and 
geographical indication). 
 

 The general guideline on agricultural pollution mitigation was released in 2015 by the 
Ministry of Agriculture: one control, two reductions, and three fundamentals (yikong erjian 
sanjiben). Namely, the government aims to cap water use in agriculture, to reduce 
application of chemical fertilizers and pesticides, and to recycle plastic mulch, reuse rice 
stubble and repurpose animal manure. In practice, due to the government’s promotion of 
water-efficient irrigation technologies, the total irrigated farmland area in China overtook 
the rainfed farmland area in 2019, and 46% of the irrigated area is equipped with water-
saving technologies (Xinhuanet, 2019; Zhang & Jia, 2018). By 2017, China reached the 
goal of zero growth in the application of chemical fertilizers/pesticides by promoting soil 
testing-based fertilization methods and organic fertilizer substitution (Ministry of 
Agriculture and Rural Affairs, 2018). 
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Box 3 
Barriers to ecological farming for small-scale farmers 

 
1. Government subsidies for ecological farming concentrate on large agribusinesses  

A. 200 million small-scale farmers make up the majority of producers in China, so a 
meaningful transformation to nature-positive production requires inclusion of small-scale 
farmers. 

B. The dominant forms of government support for ecological agriculture are providing capital 
for green technology application, infrastructure upgrade, and eco-agritourism. Large-
scale agribusinesses are the main beneficiaries of the support because they can help 
local governments display immediate outcomes by commencing capital-intensive 
transformation. 

 
2. Limited market connectivity 

A. A proportion of small-scale farmers in China practice traditional farming methods and use 
little to no chemical inputs, but they lack access to market platforms where their 
ecologically produced foods can be sold at fair prices. 

 
3. Current certification schemes too costly and stringent 

A. The certification process, particularly for organic foods, are too costly and complicated for 
small-scale farmers. 

B. Consumers in China have limited exposure to and misunderstandings about food 
certification standards. Scandals around fake food certifications undermine consumer 
trust.  

 
Source: Scott et al., 2014. 

Challenge 
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Action Track 4: Advance equitable livelihoods 
 
The mission of Action Track 4 is to “leave no one behind” in the food systems by eliminating poverty 
and providing employment and decent work conditions for all actors in the food systems. 
 
Synergies 
 

 After economic restructuring and market liberalization in the 1980s, household incomes in 
both rural and urban China have been rising, although the rural–urban income gap has 
intensified over decades of development. In 2009, the urban-to-rural ratio of per capita 
income peaked at 3.3 to 1 (UNICEF, 2018), drawing attention to the dramatic income 
disparity between rural and urban households in China. In the last decade, the state has 
ramped up efforts to mitigate rural/urban inequality by financing rural infrastructure, 
incubating rural entrepreneurship, and targeted poverty alleviation programs. With these 
efforts, the urban-to-rural income ratio started to decline in 2010 and continued to 
decrease to 2.7 in 2017. It has been announced that by the end of 2020, China had lifted 
98.99 million rural people, 832 poverty-stricken counties, and 128,000 villages out of 
poverty (Xinhuanet, 2021). This announcement implies the completion of China’s mission 
to eradicate extreme poverty by 2020. 
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Box 4 
Livelihoods and re-employment of landless farmers in cities 

 
1. Rapid urbanization and farmland expropriation creates approximately 50 million 

landless farmers agribusinesses  
o By 2013, rapid urbanization had resulted in around 50 million farmers losing their land and 

migrating into resettlement communities in cities. Research indicates 60% of surveyed 
landless farmers encountered livelihood challenges, and only 30% retained the same 
quality of life as they had prior to migration. 

 
2. Limited access to re-employment opportunities and urban social services 

o Landless farmers lack education, skills, training, and work experience to find skill-based 
employment in cities. To enrol themselves in urban pension and health care systems, 
landless farmers have to pay into these social services with savings and/or relocation 
compensation. Substantial variation is found in the amount of relocation compensation, 
and many cannot afford health care and decent pension plans. 
 

3.  Relocating the rural poor: Solving the problem or only relocating it? 
o As part of poverty alleviation measures, between 2001 and 2020, 13 million rural residents 

were relocated by the government from ecologically fragile and least-developed regions 
into resettlement communities. However, due to underfunded infrastructure and lack of 
proximity to education and health services, some of the resettlement communities suffered 
low occupancy, and residents migrated back. Lacking employment, some residents 
gradually fall back into poverty after resettlement. 

 
Source: Huang et al., 2020b; Yang et al., 2013 

Challenge 
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Box 5 
Dilemma between self-sufficiency and economic efficiency 

 
China has been a net food importer since 2004, but the state remains committed to being fully 
self-sufficient in staple foods and mostly self-sufficient in cereals. However, China faces a 
dilemma between self-sufficiency goals and economic efficiency when it comes to agricultural 
policy-making. On the one hand, self-sufficiency of staple grains and strategic foods reduces 
China’s reliance on food imports and thus hedges against the volatility of global markets and food 
trade conflicts. On the other hand, maintaining self-sufficiency goals regarding foods with 
comparative disadvantages will add to the government’s financial burden of providing farm 
subsidies and procurement price floors to incentivize production. For example, between 2008 and 
2016, the government maintained a minimum procurement price for domestically produced 
maize. This policy stimulated maize production and improved maize farmer incomes, although it 
led to inflation of the price of maize, increased production costs in animal agriculture, and 
increased pressure on grain reserve management, causing economic inefficiency. In addition to 
the economic concerns, the farm labour ethics involved and environmental footprint of food 
imports further complicate this dilemma. A delicate balance is needed between government 
intervention for self-sufficiency and market self-adjustment for economic efficiency, with 
consideration of the ethical and environmental consequences. 

Source: Huang, 2018. 

Action Track 5: Build resilience to vulnerabilities, shocks, and stresses 
 
Action Track 5 focuses on building the resilience of food systems in the face of natural disasters, 
conflict, or pandemics. The goal is to ensure all actors in the food systems can prepare for, withstand, 
and recover from unexpected stresses and shocks.  
 

Synergies 
 
 To shore up emergency food supply against disruption in production, distribution, and trade, 

China has set up grain reserves. Grain reserves are established across the country to store 
rice, wheat, maize, and soybeans for emergency deployment. Reserves around large and 
medium-sized cities store refined grains that could supply 10 to 15 days of the city’s food 
demand. According to the official statistics, as of 2018, China’s grain reserves have in total the 
capacity to store 670 million tons of food. The grain reserve system buffers against market 
instability and helped stabilize grain prices during the COVID-19 outbreak. 

 The conventional food supply chain proved vulnerable when facing disruption in logistics and 
consumer mobility restrictions. During the first wave of the COVID-19 outbreak, residents in 
affected cities had limited access to food from conventional retail channels due to lockdown 
measures. Online short food supply chains were created by the government, online businesses, 
and volunteers to enable farm-to-household food delivery, which greatly improved food access 
for households with limited mobility (Dai & Qi, 2020). 

 

Challenge 
 
 

 

I 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
II.  
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3. CONNECTIONS BETWEEN CHINA’S FOOD SYSTEM TRANSFORMATION AND 
STATED GOALS OF  UN COP26 AND COP15 
 

A. Connections to the United Nations Climate Change Conference (COP26) 
 
COP26 will focus on four goals: mitigation, adaptation, financing, and collaboration. This section will 
analyze how the sustainable transformation of China’s food systems contributes to the mitigation and 
adaptation goals. More specifically, it will discuss policy measures and innovations in China that help 
reduce food-related greenhouse gas emissions and build climate-resilient food systems. It will also 
highlight some of the most pressing challenges to fulfilling China’s climate action goals. 
 
In 2019, China’s national greenhouse gas emissions reached over 14 gigatons CO2eq. (around 27% 
of the total global emissions), exceeding the level of emissions of all OECD countries combined (Larsen 
et al., 2021). In response to climbing GHG emissions, China released an ambitious plan in 2020 to have 
carbon emissions peak by 2030 and to achieve carbon neutrality by 2060. Much of the climate action 
policies and research in China have focused on emission reduction in the energy sector, transportation, 
and heavy industry; however, 10% of GHG emissions result from agriculture. Mitigating GHG emissions 
in China’s food production has profound implications for China’s and the world’s carbon neutrality 
goals. 
 

Agricultural Policies That Align With Climate Change Mitigation Goals 
 
 The main GHGs emitted by agricultural activities include methane, nitrous oxide, and carbon 

dioxide. Net carbon dioxide emissions are not significant due to the carbon sequestration 
process of agriculture. In China, the main GHG emissions are methane and nitrous oxide, 
respectively bearing 34 and 298 times the warming effect of carbon dioxide (Cheng & Pan, 
2021). Nitrogen fertilizer application (24%), livestock digestion and manure (29%), and 
methane emissions from rice paddies (15%) are the main sources of GHGs emissions in China 
(Cheng & Pan, 2021). The passages below map out the main sources of GHG emissions in 
China’s agricultural systems and measures taken for mitigation. 

 Diminishing nitrogen fertilizer application is an effective means of curtailing agricultural GHG 
emissions. About 1% of nitrogen fertilizer used in farming is lost in the form of nitrous oxide. In 
addition, nitrogen fertilizer production is energy intensive and emissions heavy. Since 2005, 
the Ministry of Agriculture has been promoting soil testing-based fertilizer application, which 
reached 200 million farmers and successfully cut GHG emissions by 25 million tons CO2eq 
(Cheng & Pan, 2021). Combined with other measures such as organic fertilizer substitution 
and green manure cultivation, China managed to achieve negative growth in chemical fertilizer 
application in 2016, breaking the record of consecutive growth since the 1970s. 

 Reusing rice stubble and animal manure has been another important emission reduction 
strategy. Prior to the release of government subsidies for rice stubble reuse in 2012, burning 
rice stubble led to 9 million tons of GHG emissions per year. Biofuel reuse (as fertilizer/energy 
source/livestock feed) policy has enhanced the reuse rate of rice stubbles to 80% in Northern 
China.   
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 Methane and nitrous oxide emissions from animal agriculture remain a challenge in China due 
to high GHG emissions per livestock yield, which is linked to low-grade livestock feed and 
inefficient manure treatment (Gao, 2021). However, methane emission control has for the first 
time been included in China’s 14th Five-Year Plan for climate action. More stringent measures 
are expected to tackle methane emissions in animal agriculture. 

 Enhancing the role of soil as a carbon sink can mitigate agricultural emissions. During the last 
decade, the Chinese government has been implementing a Fertile Ground project to increase 
soil organic matter. This project is estimated to add 25 million tons of soil carbon, equal to 12% 
of the total agricultural GHG emissions in 2014 (Gao, 2021).  

 
Apart from domestic agricultural practices, food importation is another source of GHG emissions 
related to China’s food systems. Section I introduced the embedded GHG emissions in the soybeans 
that China imports from Brazil. In addition to soybeans, palm oil is another emission-intensive 
agricultural product that China imports in large amounts. According to Jiang (2020), China is the 
world’s second largest palm oil importer after India, and in 2019 it imported over 8 million tons of palm 
oil (17% of total global imports). In the same year, China lifted the import quota for palm oil, liberalizing 
its import as a food ingredient and biofuel. China imports palm oil mainly from Indonesia and Malaysia, 
where large areas of peat swamp forests are cleared to make way for palm oil plantations, leading to 
substantial carbon releases and threats to endangered wildlife.  
More sustainable ways of palm oil production have been established, and certification schemes such 
as the Roundtable on Sustainable Palm Oil (RSPO) were created to distinguish sustainably sourced 
palm oil in the market. RSPO was introduced to China in 2013, although by 2020, only 2% of Mainland 
China’s imported palm oil received RSPO certification (Jiang, 2020). Despite palm oil being ubiquitous 
in China’s processed foods, consumers have little awareness about its prevalence or its ecological 
footprint. On the government end, it is argued that “a strong, clear policy signal in favour of sustainable 
palm oil has yet to emerge in China” (United Nations Development Programme, 2020, p. 43).  
 
However, there are plentiful opportunities for the government to support sustainable palm oil. Despite 
RSPO imports being marginal in China, the Indonesian and Malaysian governments have official palm 
oil certification schemes. The Chinese government could collaborate with the Indonesian and 
Malaysian governments to increase the trade of government-certified palm oil and to ensure that the 
certification standards meet sustainability requirements. It has been pointed out that smallholder 
producers are mostly excluded from the RSPO, even though they make up approximately 40% of the 
total cultivation area of palm oil in both countries (Jiang, 2020). The intergovernmental collaboration 
has the potential to include smallholder producers in the official certification schemes. 
 

Agricultural Policies That Align With Climate Change Adaptation Goals 
 
The warming climate could have devastating effects on agriculture. To sustain food security and 
ensure farmer livelihoods, it is essential to adapt agricultural infrastructure and practices to the shifting 
climate conditions. More specifically, adaptation measures should be employed to enhance the 
resilience of farms to changing temperatures, precipitation, and more frequent extreme weather events.  
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To build resilience around such factors of instability, the Chinese government has financed water-
saving agriculture and dryland farming technologies, increased the area of effective irrigated 
agriculture, and supported breeding of crop varieties resilient to heat, frost, and drought (Ministry of 
Ecology and Environment, 2019). In 2014, with the support of the Global Environment Fund, the 
Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Affairs of China collaborated with World Bank to found China’s first 
climate-smart agriculture program. The program was piloted on over 6,000 hectares of farmland in the 
major grain-producing regions in Henan Province and Anhui Province. As outcomes of this program, 
technological guidelines have been developed for climate-smart maize, rice, and wheat production (for 
details see4 ), which shares the lessons learned from the practices of climate-smart agriculture in pilot 
regions. 
 
Overall, China’s agricultural policies are guiding the food system transformation to mitigate GHG 
emissions and adapt to ongoing climate change. However, a few challenges remain regarding China’s 
carbon neutrality goal: no carbon peaking or carbon neutrality standards or regulations have been 
published by the authorities for the food systems. The lack of a carbon neutrality mandate for 
agriculture and rural development impedes the promotion of carbon sequestration technologies. It 
would be useful to have a clear roadmap for reaching carbon peaking and carbon neutrality goals in 
agriculture and to set up a workforce on agricultural climate action to integrate existing knowledge and 
expertise (Zhao, 2021). 
 

B. Connections to the Convention on Biological Diversity Meetings 
 
The Biodiversity Convention meetings (COP15) are scheduled to take place this year in November in 
Kunming, China. During the meetings, the final decision about the post-2020 global biodiversity 
framework (“the framework”) may be made (CBD, 2021), which presents an opportunity for 
collaborative efforts to create win–win situations for China’s food system transformation and 
biodiversity conservation. Diversified and ecological food production practices could conserve 
biodiversity and ecosystem services, which in turn will reduce the need for costly and harmful external 
inputs and enhance food system resilience to shock and stress. The zero-draft of the framework 
advances a 2050 vision of living in harmony with nature and proposes the following targets related to 
food systems. 
 
 Target 8. By 2030, ensure benefits, including nutrition, food security, livelihoods, health and 

well-being, for people, especially for the most vulnerable, through sustainable management of 
wild species of fauna and flora. 

 Target 9. By 2030, support the productivity, sustainability and resilience of biodiversity in 
agricultural and other managed ecosystems through conservation and sustainable use of such 
ecosystems, reducing productivity gaps by at least 50%. 
 

 
 
 

 
4 http://www.reea.agri.cn/stgjhz/202009/t20200928_7531516.htm 

http://www.reea.agri.cn/stgjhz/202009/t20200928_7531516.htm
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China is home to incredibly diverse fauna and flora. There are over 9,500 species of agricultural 
vegetation, 590 of livestock and poultry, 966 of edible fungi, and 17,447 of aquatic crops and animals 
(Zheng & Yang, 2021). However, biodiversity in agricultural systems is under stress from intensive 
farming, industrial pollution, invasive species, and climate change. In China, the aggressive adoption 
of selected commercially viable seeds and livestock breeds is an important contributor to biodiversity 
decline (Song et al., 2012).  
 
One example of the decline is the changing pig breeds in China’s intensifying pork industry. Due to 
the consolidation of pig farms and the selection of high-yield breeds, most of China’s traditional pig 
breeds have been replaced by imported breeds. As of 2019, over eight of 90 indigenous pig breeds 
were extinct and 29 had become endangered (Wang, 2019). The decline of indigenous crop and 
livestock varieties not only undermines the resilience of agricultural systems to economic shocks and 
diseases but also weakens their capacity to meet diverse dietary preferences and nutrition needs. 
 
To support biodiversity conservation in agricultural ecosystems, the government has taken multiple 
measures. First, over the last two decades, the government implemented the Long-term Plan for 
National Agricultural Crop Genetic Resources Protection and Utilization (2015–2030) and the National 
Livestock and Poultry Genetic Resources Protection and Utilization Plan. Second, the Ministry of 
Agriculture and Rural Affairs has been promoting ecological agriculture practices such as mixed crop-
livestock farming to diversify farm biodiversity and introduced integrated pest management to reduce 
ecosystem interruption. Third, to preserve the genetic resource of indigenous crops and livestock, 
China has set up a national genetic resource bank system, preserving over half a million samples of 
genetic resources of 340 crops (Zheng & Yang, 2021). The Southwestern wildlife genetic resource 
bank in Kunming preserves over 60,000 samples of 6,450 animal species. Last, eco-compensation 
schemes have been rolled out by the government to address soil erosion, flooding, and deforestation 
caused by aggressive agricultural development in the 20th century. Part of the eco-compensation 
schemes is the Sloping Land Conversion Programme, which incentivizes reforestation of agricultural 
land through compensation payments to farmers. This Programme is the largest payment for 
ecosystem services initiative in the Global South, with over USD 69 billion funds being allocated; it 
successfully increased the national forest cover from 16% in 1999 to 21% in 2018 (Martin, 2018). 
 
In addition to the government measures, civil society initiatives such as the Farmer’s Seed Network 
are protecting agricultural biodiversity by engaging farmers in seed-saving practices and establishing 
seed-sharing programs in over 30 rural communities. 
  
These government policies and civil society initiatives are contributing to both food system 
sustainability, biodiversity conservation, and agricultural resilience to climate change. However, to 
advance China’s contribution to the global 2050 vision, the following challenges need to be addressed. 
 
 Government-led biodiversity conservation in agricultural systems has mostly been projects and 

campaigns. These campaigns and projects have not formulated an institution of agricultural 
biodiversity conservation and are not closely connected to the strategic planning of the CBD 
(Zheng & Yang, 2019). 
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 There are no particular government departments or research institutes designated for 
agricultural biodiversity. Biodiversity governance is compartmentalized into multiple 
government ministries and departments and lacks coordination and concerted actions. 

 In an increasingly globalized food system, biodiversity conservation not only concerns 
domestic agricultural systems. China’s soybean and palm oil imports are linked to deforestation 
and wildlife habitat loss. It remains a question for China on how to meet rising domestic demand 
without furthering its reliance on unsustainably sourced food imports. There is potential for 
China to collaborate with trade partners to enable the sustainable transition of soybean and 
palm oil production through taxes, subsidies, or certification schemes. The three UN 
conferences provide a timely opportunity to envision the avenues to fulfill this potential. 

 
Overall, this paper characterizes China’s food system transformation and outlines synergies with the 
stated goals of the UN Food Systems Summit, COP26, and the CBD. These synergies could inform 
international stakeholders about some of China’s best practices in sustainable development. This 
paper also calls attention to the challenges China is faced with when balancing the goals of economic 
growth, food security, poverty alleviation, biodiversity conservation, and climate mitigation. Hopefully, 
the information here will stimulate discussions on how China can engage the three UN conferences as 
levers of change toward the sustainable development goals within China and beyond. 
  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



CCICED / UN Food Systems Summit 

 

                                                                                                                                   23 
 

REFERENCES  
 
Chen, X. (2017). The four dimensions of agricultural supply side reform. China Business Network (农

业供给侧改革应围绕四个方面). Yicai Media. https://www.yicai.com/news/5352701.html 

 
Cheng, K. & Pan, G. (2021). How can China cut emissions from its farms? China Dialogue. 
https://chinadialogue.net/en/food/how-can-china-cut-emissions-from-its-farms/ 
 
Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD). (2021). New 2021 dates announced For UN Biodiversity 
Convention Meetings. https://www.cbd.int/article/new-dates-cop15-october-2021 
 
Connolly, A. J., Luo, L. S., Woolsey, M., Lyons, M., & Phillips-Connolly, K. (2016). A blueprint for food 
safety in China. China Agricultural Economic Review, 8(1), 129–147. 
 
Dai, N., & Qi, D. (2020). From wet markets to online purchase: Food shopping patterns during 
COVID-19 In Wuhan and Nanjing, China (Covid-19 and Food Security Research Brief No. 4). 
https://hungrycities.net/wp-content/uploads/2020/07/Research-Brief-4.pdf 
 
Escobar, N., Tizado, E. J., zu Ermgassen, E. K., Löfgren, P., Börner, J., & Godar, J. (2020). Spatially-
explicit footprints of agricultural commodities: Mapping carbon emissions embodied in Brazil’s soy 
exports. Global Environmental Change, 62, 102067. 
 
van Ewijk, B. J., Steenkamp, J. B. E., & Gijsbrechts, E. (2020). The rise of online grocery shopping in 
China: Which brands will benefit? Journal of International Marketing, 28(2), 20–39. 
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/full/10.1177/1069031X20914265 
 
FAOSTAT (Global Food and Agriculture Statistics of FAO). (2021a). Fertilizers by Nutrient Dataset. 
Accessed June 4, 2021 from http://www.fao.org/faostat/en/#data/RFN.  

FAOSTAT (Global Food and Agriculture Statistics of FAO). (2021b). Agri-environmental Indicator on 
the Use of Pesticides Per Area of Cropland. Accessed June 4, 2021 from 
http://www.fao.org/faostat/en/#data/EP. 

FAOSTAT (Global Food and Agriculture Statistics of FAO). (2021c). Supply Utilization Accounts and 
Food Balance Sheet–Livestock Primary. Accessed June 4, 2021 from 
http://www.fao.org/faostat/en/#data/SL. 

FAOSTAT (Global Food and Agriculture Statistics of FAO). (2021d). The Food and Agricultural Trade 
Dataset–Crops and Livestock Products. Accessed June 4, 2021 from 
http://www.fao.org/faostat/en/#data/TP. 

Freese, L. & Han, S. (2019). From farm to table to energy: Co-digesting China’s urban food waste in 
wastewater treatment plants. Eastern Research Group and Wilson Centre’s China Environment 
Forum. https://www.globalmethane.org/documents/406715866-From-Farm-to-Table-to-Energy-Co-
digesting-China-s-Urban-Food-Waste-in-Wastewater-Treatment-Plants.pdf 

https://www.mckinsey.com/%7E/media/mckinsey/featured%20insights/china/china%20still%20the%20worlds%20growth%20engine%20after%20covid%2019/mckinsey%20china%20consumer%20report%202021.pdf
https://chinadialogue.net/en/food/how-can-china-cut-emissions-from-its-farms/
https://www.chinadaily.com.cn/a/201904/11/WS5cae9238a3104842260b5884.html
http://www.xinhuanet.com/fortune/2019-07/30/c_1124817344.htm
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/full/10.1177/1069031X20914265
https://cciced.eco/research/special-policy-study/global-green-value-chains-greening-chinas-soft-commodity-value-chains/#data/RFN
https://chinadialogue.net/en/food/sustainable-palm-oil-seeks-breakthrough-in-china/#data/EP
http://www.fao.org/faostat/en/#data/SL
https://cciced.eco/research/special-policy-study/global-climate-governance-and-chinas-role-3/#data/TP
https://www.globalmethane.org/documents/406715866-From-Farm-to-Table-to-Energy-Co-digesting-China-s-Urban-Food-Waste-in-Wastewater-Treatment-Plants.pdf
https://www.globalmethane.org/documents/406715866-From-Farm-to-Table-to-Energy-Co-digesting-China-s-Urban-Food-Waste-in-Wastewater-Treatment-Plants.pdf


CCICED / UN Food Systems Summit 

 

                                                                                                                                   24 
 

 
Gao, Z. (2021). Greenhouse gas emissions from agriculture and rural areas account for 15% of total 

emiSSIONS: How to reach carbon neutrality in rural areas? (农业农村温室气体排放占比约达全国总

量 15% 农村如何发力碳中和). Sina Finance. https://finance.sina.com.cn/jjxw/2021-03-25/doc-

ikkntiam7794557.shtml 
 
Hu, D., T. Reardon, S. Rozelle, P. Timmer, & Wang, H. (2004). The emergence of supermarkets with 
Chinese characteristics: Challenges and opportunities for China’s agricultural development. 
Development Policy Review, 22(5), 557–586. 
 
Huang, J. (2018). Key Issues on Supply-side Structural Reform in Agriculture: Government Functions 

and Market Roles (农业供给侧结构性改革的关键问题: 政府职能和市场作用). Chinese Agricultural 

Economy, 2, 1-12. (In Chinese). 
 
Huang, L., Wang, Z., Wang, H., Zhao, L., Jiang, H., Zhang, B., and Ding, G. (2020a). Nutrition 
transition and related health challenges over decades in China. European Journal of Clinical 
Nutrition, 1-6. 
 
Huang, Y., Tan, Y., Wu, X., and Wen, Y. (2020b). Research on the relocation of poverty alleviation 

and its follow-up support in China ( 我国易地扶贫搬迁及其后续扶持问题研究). Economic Issues 

Exploration, 10, 27–33. (in Chinese). 
 
Jiang, Y. (2020). Sustainable palm oil seeks breakthrough in China. China Dialogue. 
https://chinadialogue.net/en/food/sustainable-palm-oil-seeks-breakthrough-in-china/ 
 
Jiang, X. and Zhang, Q. (2009). By 2008,  Total production value of protected vegetables has 
reached 41 million yuan (截至 2008 年底我国设施蔬菜总产值已达 4100 亿元). 

http://www.gov.cn/jrzg/2009-10/12/content_1436654.htm 
 
Jiao, C. & Dong, L. (2018). From over-concentration to mechanization: the process, drivers, and 
impact of China’s revolution in agricultural mechanization (1980-2015). 从“过密化”到“机械化”：中国

农业机械化革命的历程、动力和影响(1980～2015 年). Management World, 10, 173-190. (in Chinese) 

 
Ju, X., Gu, B., Wu, Y. & Galloway, J.N. (2016). Reducing China’s fertilizer use by increasing farm size. 
Global Environmental Change, 41, 26–32. 
 
Kang, Y. (2019). Food safety governance in China: Change and continuity. Food Control, 106, 
106752. 
 
Koberinski, J., Si, Z., & Scott, S. (2020). Industrialization, food safety and urban food security in the 
Global South. In J. Crush, B. Frayne, & G. Haysom (Eds). Handbook on Urban Food Security in the 
Global South Edward Elgar Publishing. 

https://www.cbd.int/article/new-dates-cop15-october-2021
https://www.cbd.int/article/new-dates-cop15-october-2021
http://www.mee.gov.cn/ywgz/ydqhbh/qhbhlf/201911/P020191127380515323951.pdf
http://www.gov.cn/jrzg/2009-10/12/content_1436654.htm


CCICED / UN Food Systems Summit 

 

                                                                                                                                   25 
 

 
Larsen, K., Pitt, H., Grant, M. & Houser, T. (2021). China’s Greenhouse Gas Emissions Exceeded the 
Developed World for the First Time in 2019. Rhodium Group. Accessed June 5, 2021 from 
https://rhg.com/research/chinas-emissions-surpass-developed-countries/ 
 
Liu, S. (2017). China’s land system reform: the first half and the second half (中国土地 制度改革⸺
上半程及下半程). International Economic Review, 5, 29–56 (in Chinese). 

 
Luan, J., Qiu, H., Jing, Y., Liao, S., and Han, W. (2013). Decomposition of factors contributed to the 

increase of China’s chemical fertilizer use and projections for future fertilizer use in China (我国化肥

施用量持续增⻓的原因分解及趋势预测). Journal of Natural Resource, 28(11), 1869–1878. (In 

Chinese). 
 
Martin, B. (2018). China’s “Eco-Compensation” schemes. Green Economy Coalition. 
https://www.greeneconomycoalition.org/news-and-resources/chinas-eco-compensation-schemes 
 
Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Affairs. (2019). Comprehensive mechanization has reached 70% in 
China. http://www.moa.gov.cn/xw/zwdt/201912/t20191224_6333838.htm 
 
Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Affairs. (2018). The goal of zero growth in chemical 
fertilizers and pesticides has been achieved three years in advance. (已提前3 年实现化肥农药使用量

零增⻓目标). 

 
Ministry of Ecology and Environment. (2019). 2019 annual report on China’s climate change 
adaptation policies and actions (中国应对气候变化的政策与行动 2019 年度报告). 

http://www.mee.gov.cn/ywgz/ydqhbh/qhbhlf/201911/P020191127380515323951.pdf 
 
Schneider, M. (2017). Dragon head enterprises and the state of agribusiness in China. Journal of 
Agrarian Change, 17(1), 3–21. 

Scott, S., Si, Z., Schumilas, T., & Chen, A. (2014). Contradictions in state-and civil society-driven 
developments in China’s ecological agriculture sector. Food Policy, 45, 158–166. 

Song, Y., Li, J., & Vernooy, R. (2012). China: Designing policies and laws to ensure fair access and 
benefit sharing of genetic resources and participatory plant breeding products. In M. Ruiz and R. 
Vernooy (Eds). The custodians of biodiversity. Earthscan. pp. 94-120. 

Si, Z., Schumilas, T. & Scott, S. (2015). Characterizing alternative food networks in China. Agriculture 
and Human Values 32, 299–313 (2015). 

Si, Z., Scott, S. & McCordic, C. (2019). Wet markets, supermarkets and alternative food sources: 
Consumers’ food access in Nanjing, China, Canadian Journal of Development Studies / Revue 
canadienne d'études du développement, 40(1), 78–96.  

https://www.yicai.com/news/5352701.html
https://www.greeneconomycoalition.org/news-and-resources/chinas-eco-compensation-schemes
http://www.moa.gov.cn/xw/zwdt/201912/t20191224_6333838.htm
https://rhg.com/research/chinas-emissions-surpass-developed-countries/


CCICED / UN Food Systems Summit 

 

                                                                                                                                   26 
 

State Council. (2017). Several opinions on deepening agricultural supply-side reform and cultivating 
new drivers of rural development (关于深入推进农业供给侧结构性改革 加快培育农业农村发展新动能

的若干意见). Xinhuanet. http://www.gov.cn/zhengce/2017-02/05/content_5165626.htm 

Sun, J., Gao, H., and Tian, J. (2019). Development status and trends of protected horticulture in 
China[J]. Journal of Nanjing Agricultural University, 42(4), 594–604. 

United Nations Development Programme. (2020). Mapping the palm oil value chain (opportunities for 
sustainable palm oil in Indonesia and China). UNDP China.  

United Nations Children’s Emergency Fund (UNICEF). (2018). Per capita disposable income, by 
urban-rural, 1990–2017. https://www.unicef.cn/en/figure-23-capita-disposable-income-urban-rural-
19902017. 

United Nations Environment Programme. (2021). Food waste index report 2021.  

Wang, X. (2019). Pork lovers encounter a change in taste. China Daily. 
https://www.chinadaily.com.cn/a/201904/11/WS5cae9238a3104842260b5884.html 

Weis, T. (2013). The meat of the global food crisis. Journal of Peasant Studies, 40(1), 65–85. 

Willer, H., Travnicek, J., Meier, C., & Schlatter, B. (Eds). (2021). The world of organic agriculture: 
statistics and emerging trends 2021. Research Institute of Organic Agriculture FiBL, Frick, and 
IFOAM–Organics International.  

Xinhuanet. (2021). Address from Xi Jinping at National Poverty Alleviation Conference. (习近平：在

全国脱贫攻坚总结表彰大会上的讲话). http://www.gov.cn/xinwen/2021-02/25/content_5588869.htm 

Xinhuanet. (2019). The irrigated area in China has reached 74 million hectares and 
modern irrigation zones are being built (我国灌溉面积达11.1 亿亩正在建设一批现代化 

灌区). http://www.xinhuanet.com/fortune/2019-07/30/c_1124817344.htm 

 
Yang, M., Pei, Y. & Li, X. (2019). Study on grain self-sufficiency rate in China: An analysis of grain, 
cereal grain and edible grain. Journal of Natural Resources, 34(4), 881–889. (In Chinese). 
 
Zhang, Q. F., & Pan, Z. (2013). The transformation of urban vegetable retail in China: Wet markets, 
supermarkets and informal markets in Shanghai. Journal of Contemporary Asia, 43(3), 497–518. 
 
Zhang, Y. & Jia, C. (2018). Half of China’s farmland is weather-dependent and expert advocates for 
water-saving irrigation (二十亿亩耕地一半是“望天田” , 专家:大力推广节水灌溉). 

https://www.thepaper.cn/newsDetail_forward_2355434 
 
Zheng X & Yang, Q. (2021). Progress of agricultural biodiversity conservation in China. Biodiversity 
Science, 29, 167–176. 
 
Zhou, Y., S. Du, C. Su, B. Zhang, H. Wang, & Popkin, B.M. (2015). The food retail revolution in China 
and its association with diet and Health. Food Policy, 55, 92–100. 
 

http://www.gov.cn/zhengce/2017-02/05/content_5165626.htm
http://www.fao.org/faostat/en/
http://www.fao.org/faostat/en/
https://cciced.eco/research/special-policy-study/ecological-compensation-and-green-development-institutional-reform-in-the-yangtze-river-economic-belt-2/
http://www.gov.cn/xinwen/2021-02/25/content_5588869.htm
http://www.fao.org/faostat/en/
https://www.thepaper.cn/newsDetail_forward_2355434


CCICED / UN Food Systems Summit 

 

                                                                                                                                   27 
 

Zipser, D. & Poh, F. (Eds.). (2020). China Consumer Report 2021. Understanding Chinese 
consumers: Growth engine of the world. McKinsey & Company. 
https://www.mckinsey.com/~/media/mckinsey/featured%20insights/china/china%20still%20the%20w
orlds%20growth%20engine%20after%20covid%2019/mckinsey%20china%20consumer%20report%
202021.pdf 
 
Zhu, J. (2018). Contributions and challenges of agro-trade to food security in China. Conference 
presentation at WTO Agricultural Policy Landscape Symposium. Geneva, Switzerland. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

https://finance.sina.com.cn/jjxw/2021-03-25/doc-ikkntiam7794557.shtml
https://finance.sina.com.cn/jjxw/2021-03-25/doc-ikkntiam7794557.shtml
https://finance.sina.com.cn/jjxw/2021-03-25/doc-ikkntiam7794557.shtml

	FAOSTAT (Global Food and Agriculture Statistics of FAO). (2021a). Fertilizers by Nutrient Dataset. Accessed June 4, 2021 from http://www.fao.org/faostat/en/#data/RFN.
	FAOSTAT (Global Food and Agriculture Statistics of FAO). (2021b). Agri-environmental Indicator on the Use of Pesticides Per Area of Cropland. Accessed June 4, 2021 from http://www.fao.org/faostat/en/#data/EP.
	FAOSTAT (Global Food and Agriculture Statistics of FAO). (2021c). Supply Utilization Accounts and Food Balance Sheet–Livestock Primary. Accessed June 4, 2021 from http://www.fao.org/faostat/en/#data/SL.
	FAOSTAT (Global Food and Agriculture Statistics of FAO). (2021d). The Food and Agricultural Trade Dataset–Crops and Livestock Products. Accessed June 4, 2021 from http://www.fao.org/faostat/en/#data/TP.



