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Motivation

@ The valuation of farmland in Australia is often based on the purchase
price and general expectations such as local market conditions

@ But the value of the land is the product of many factors other than
land size

@ Exact longitude and latitude of each parcel of farmland now enable
linking with other spatial data to produce more characteristics of
farmland, for example:

» distance to amenities including to the nearest railway station or port

» use of land for different types of productive and non-productive
purposes

> regional economic condition characteristics

» indicator of soil quality

@ Hedonic methods are widely used to estimate residential real estate
values; however, their use in valuing Australian farmland is much less
common
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Our Data Set

Property sales data collected from the New South Wales (NSW) Land
Registry Services for FY 2009/10 and FY 2010/11

Data variables:

» Sale price

» Contract date

» Land area in square metres

» Address of property

» Geographic longitude and latitude

ABARES has mapped over 50 additional variables to the Corelogic
dataset using satellite imagery and location information
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Dealing with non-farm records

We have a total of 1768 transactions after removing non-farm records

@ We define farmland as broadacre agricultural land with 50% land use
for either grazing and / or cropping

@ Non broadacre activities such as horticulture, mining, urban corridor
etc. are out of scope

@ Extreme outliers where the sale price per hectare is extremely low or
extremely high are removed

@ Exclude land sold for less than $50 per hectare. We suspect these are
transactions between family members

@ Any transactions where price exceeded $20,000 per hectare, and the
land was less than 2 hectares were also excluded. This is to remove
small and prestigious hobby farms and residential properties
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[ 220.832155477059, Bogan (A)

[ 1031.04304167115, Bland (A)

[ 1282.53339618065, Walgett (A)

[ 1543.16573035606, Murrumbidgee (A)

[ 1696.18917701379, Coonamble (A)

[ 1725.3023388, Warren (A)

[l 2155.35518251667, Gilgandra (A)
2182.92096125966, Moree Plains (A)
2236.05867203333, Murray River (A)

[ 2665.46440369615, Edward River (A)
2724.33597067241, Carrathool (A)
2790.48536412304, Lachlan (A)

[ 2827.52362263448, Narromine (A)
2957.97554385789, Parkes (A)
3008.6601278881, Temora (A)

[l 3117.78362863158, Coolamon (4)
31854793033, Nerrandera (4)
3289.40077392857, Hay (4)

[ 3295.0504597913, Lackhart (4)
2402.39120115, Gwydir (A)

[l 3835.61907188721, Warrumbungle Shire (A)
[ 3876.70488012982, Narrabri (A)
4004.72260910833, Weddin (A)
4200.34197276667. Forbes (A)

[l #329.70008797384, Western Plains Regional (A)
4341191171, Junee ()

[l 2326.57608212414, Federation (4)

[l 2461.44608324546, Mid-Western Regional (A)
A710.6643262, Berrigan (4)

[l 4752.62718324244, Wagga Wagga (C)

[l 4251.1057461075, Inverell (A)
5408.32416362857, Liverpool Plains (A)
[l 5515.09174363462, Gunnedah (4)

Ml 5664.79168163231, Greater Hume Shire (A)

Il 6039.2431657871, Hilkeops (4)
[l 6363.75436284333, Cabonne (4)

[l 6752.660955237, Tamworth Regional (4)
[ 7371.29913820834, Cowra (A)

$1,000 $3,500 $16,000
Wl 16176.47058, Albury (C)

Figure 1. Average Price per Hectare by Local Government Area
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[ 11000, Atbury (C)

[ 322823.346153846, Edward River (A4)
362834.973333333, Murray River (A)

[ 379255.714285714, Barrigan (A)

[ 399182.416666667, Cowra (A)

[ 405421.125032258, Hilltops (A)

[ 417773.782603696, Lachlan (A)

634, Coolamon (A)

[ 429987.153846154, Bland (A)

466851.868421053, Parkes (A)

[l 517565.862063966, Narromine ()

[l 517812.625, Weddin (A)

521250, Inverell (A)

[l 544649.395348837, Western Plains Regional (A)

[ 5755533333233, Temora (A)

575606.9, Narrandera (4)

[l 575857.695652174, Lockhart (A)

[l 624301.676922077, Greater Hume Shire (A)

630913.448275862, Federation (A)

[ 631232.633332333, Gilgandra (&)

[l 650729.604651163, Warrumbungle Shire (A)

662956.768202683, Wagga Wagga (C)

Il 677078, Forbes (A)

Il 715802.204117647, Bogan (A)

744964.068965517, Carrathool (A)

[l 750232.636363636, Mid-Western Regional (A)

Ml 812095.714285714, Liverpool Plains (A)

£18537.896551724, Coonamble (A)

I £35885.193542387, Murrumbidgee (A)

[l 851851.785473684, Narrabri (A)

£93968.821333333, Cabonne (A)

Il £97212.233333333, Gundagai (A)

Il 912926.82, Tamweorth Regional (A)

$26077.892857143, Junee (A)

Il 1110863.68565217, Guydir (A)

W 1244566.72727273, Griffith (C)

1357252.21153846, Gunnedah (A)

Il 1661942.85714286, Leeton (A)

Il 1821863.27586207, Moree Plains (A)

2136200, Hay (&)

Wl 2292676.06451613, Walgett (A)
2941959.7, Warren (A) $300,000 $600,000 $2,000,000

Figure 2: Price by Local Government Area
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Examples of Variables used to Explain Land Values

Variable

Agricultural returns -
Monetary variables

Agricultural returns —

Non monetary variables

Government payments

Variables describing the
market

Macroeconomic factors

Urban pressure
indicators

Reference

- Market revenues (Carlberg 2002; Barnard et al. 1997; etc.)

- Returns to land (Goodwin et al. 2005 & 2010; Weerahewa et al. 2008)
- Net income (Devadoss & Manchu 2007)

- Producer price of wheat (Goodwin & Ortalo-Magne 1992)

- Yield (Pyykkonen 2005; Devadoss & Manchu 2007; Latruffe et al. 2008)

- Soil quality, temperature and precipitation, irrigation, presence of intensive crops
(Barnard et al. 1997)

- Fraction of cropland (Gardner 2002)

- Proximity of a port (Folland & Hough 1991)

- Total government payments (Devadoss & Manchu 2007; Vyn 2006; Henderson & Gloy
2008; Shaik et al. 2005)

- One or multiple categories of government support (Goodwin et al. 2003 & 2005;
Pyykkonen 2005)

- Pig density (Duvivier et al. 2005)

- Manure and farm density (Pyykkonen 2005)

- Average farm size (Folland & Hough 1991)

- Size of the agricultural land market (Duvivier et al. 2005)
- Dummy for a specific region

- Property tax rate, interest rate (Weerahewa et al. 2008; Devadoss & Manchu 2007)
- Inflation rate (Alston 1986)

- Multifactor productivity growth (Gardner 2002)

- Debt to asset ratio, Credit availability (Devadoss & Manchu 2007)

- Unemployment rate (Pyykkonen 2005)

- Total population (Devadoss & Manchu 2007)

- Population growth, rurality (Gardner 2002)

- Ratio of population to farm acres, urbanisation categories (Goodwin et al. 2010)
- Dummy variables for metropolitan areas (Henderson & Gloy 2008)

- Proportion of the labour employed in agriculture (Pyykkonen 2005)
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Multicollinearity
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Figure 3: Correlation between Price Per Hectare and Regional Economic
Conditions
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Our Data Set (cont)

The characteristics selected for the hedonic models are:

Local Government Area
Geographic longitude and latitude

Land Use - Modelled by integrating ABS agricultural commodity data, satellite imagery
and other land use information. Categorised into land use for: farming; conservation; and
non farming

Distance to transport and amenities - The direct distance of the farm parcel to port by
rail or road

Average rainfall - The farm spatial coordinates and land area are matched with monthly
rainfall and temperature data sourced from the Australian Water Availability Project

Soil quality dummy indicator - A "1" indicate risk of dryland salinity by 2050. The spatial
file is from the National Land and Water Resources Audit

Erosion dummy indicator - Derived using spatial data from NSW Government Land
transaction. A "1" indicate there was erosion in the polygon

Population density - Total population divided by total area in square kilometres. Based
on ABS Census data at the statistical area 1

Number of agriculture businesses in region - Based on ABS Census data at the
statistical area 2

Total employment in region - Based on ABS Census data at the statistical area 2
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Land use description
[ Nature conservation
[ Other protected areas
[ Minimal use

[ Grazing native vegetation
[l Production forestry

[ Grazing modified pastures
[ Plantation forestry

[ oryland cropping

I Dryland horticulture
[ Land in transition

[ irrigated pastures

[ irrigated cropping

[l urban intensive uses
[ Intensive production
[ Rural residential

Il Mining and waste

I Water

National compilation of
catchment scale land use
mapping showing detail

Figure 4: Land Use in Australia
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Hedonic Model Selection

@ For continuous variables, probably the most common type of hedonic
model is ordinary least squares (OLS) regression

e Hill and Scholz (2014) used a hedonic imputation approach with
splines to produce house price indexes

@ Standard hedonic models measures average movements in average
locations belonging to average price segments

e Waltl (2016) used quantile regression to address the variation across
price segments and location of the Sydney housing market
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Our Models

Conditional Mean Functions

(i) semilog with regional dummies
E(y|X,D) = X3+ Dj
(ii) semilog with geospatial spline

E(y|X, lat, long) = X3 + s(xlat, xlong)

@ yis a H x 1 vector of log-price per hectare
@ X is an H x B matrix of physical characteristics

@ D is an H x C matrix of regional dummies
@ The parameters to be estimated are:

B x 1 vector of characteristic shadow prices 3

C x 1 vector of regional shadow prices §

s(xlat, xlong ), the geospatial spline function defined on the latitudes
and longitudes |
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The Spline Function

@ s(xlat,xlong) functional form is not determined beforehand but driven
by the data

@ The model is estimated with an optimal low rank approximation of a
thin plate spline (which has n unknown parameters)

@ The smoothing parameter is selected using Random Effects Maximum
Likelihood (REML).

@ The spline is estimated using the GAM function from the R package
mgcv.
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Figure 5: Plot of Price by Hectares

Red=OLS, Blue = 50" Quantile, Grey = 10" - 90" Quantile
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Our Models (continued)
Conditional Quantile functions - Koenker & Bassett (1978)

(iii) quantile regression

Q(71X) = XB(7)

(iv) quantile regression with geospatial spline

Qy(7]X) = XB(1) + g" (xlat, xlong)

e 7 € (0,1) denotes a specific quantile level. Setting 7 = 0.5 yields an
estimate for the conditional median

@ g"'s function form is not determined beforehand. It has been
estimated using a Schwartz Information Criterion penalization
approach and the triogram method developed by Hansen et al.
(1998).

@ The spline is estimated using the function rqss from the R package

quantreg (Koenker 2013)
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Table 1:

Results for Semilog models

Dependent variable:

Log-Price Per Hectare

No Regional Dummies Regional Dummies

Farm

Residence

Land use for farming

Land use for conservation
No of agriculture businesses
Soil quality indicator
Population density
Employment in Region
Erosion indicator

Average rainfall

Distance to port by rail /road
LGA dummies*

Constant

0.18*** (0.06)
0.83*** (0.08)
—4.24*** (0.60)
—6.20"** (0.64)
—0.001*** (0.000)
0.34*** (0.07)
0.01*** (0.001)
0.000*** (0.000)
—0.49*** (0.06)
0.03*** (0.003)
—0.002*** (0.000)

0.26*** (0.06)
0.82*** (0.07)
—3.50*** (0.57)
—5.20%** (0.62)
—0.001*** (0.000)
0.21*** (0.07)
0.005*** (0.001)
0.000*** (0.000)
—0.50*** (0.05)
0.02*** (0.01)
—0.01*** (0.001)
kK

11.22%%* (0.62) 13.53*** (1.15)

Observations

R2

Adjusted R?
Residual Std. Error
F Statistic

1,794 1,794
0.33 0.45
0.32 0.43

0.97 (df = 1781)
71.85%** (df = 12; 1781)

0.88 (df = 1740)
26.99*** (df = 53; 1740)

Note:

K. V. Hoang, Chancellor W. & Zhao S. Farmland Valuation
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[ -2.731723, Bogan (A), 1

[ -2.2443486, Bland (A), 1

[ -1.9190428, Liverpoal Plains (4), 1

[ -1.8851934, Lachlan (A), 1

[ -1.7991433, Warrumbungle Shire (A), 1
-1.7757904, Gilgandra (A), 1

[ -1.7647231, Walgett (A), 1
-1.6900924, Tamworth Regional (A), 1

-1.6590223, Warren (A), 1

[ -1.5974846, Mid-Western Regional (4), 1

I -1.5974021, Temora (A), 1
-1.5061466, Coolamon (4), 1

-1.5254591, Narrandera (4), 0

Ml -1.5063086, Coonamble (A), 0

~1.466576, Nerrabri (A), 0

-1.4579233, Gunnedah (A), 0

B -1.4372827, Narromine (A), 0

W 14330952, Lockhart (A), 0

-1:424315, Weddin (), 0

-1.389764, Wagga Wagga (C), 0

| -1.3755534, Gundagai (&), 0

I -1.3579948, Moree Plains (4), 0

-1.3377625. Junee (A), O

[l -1.3256935, Western Plains Regional (4). 0

Il 1295637, Hilltops (), 0

-1.200206, Carrathoal (A), 0

-1.174617, Murrumbidgee (4), 0

I -1.1738544, Parkes (A), 0

Il -1.0993267, Forbes (A), O
-1.0265628, Cabonne (4), 0

-0.9271345, Gurydir (A), 0

Il -0.8077925. Hay (4), 0

|l -0.6381936. Cowra (A), 0

-0.6285429, Greater Hume Shire (4), 0

-0.5738846, Edward River (4), 0

Il -0.5712605, Leeton (4), 0

-0.5367131, Federation (4), O

-0.418647, Inverell (4], 0

Il -0.3379848, Berrigan (A), 0

I -0.2078049, Murray River (A). 0

-0.0587457, Griffith (C), 0

§

Figure 6: Coefficient by Local Government Area
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Table 2: Results Semilong with geospatial spline

Dependent variable:
Log - Price per hectare

Farm

Residence

Land use for farming

Land use for conservation

No of agricultural businesses
Soil quality indicator
Population density within 2km
Total employment

Erosion indicator

Average rainfall

Distance from port by rail /road
Constant

0.27*** (0.06)
0.85*** (0.07)
—3.79"** (0.57)
—5.47*** (0.61)
—0.001*** (0.000)
0.21*** (0.07)
0.01*** (0.001)
0.000*** (0.000)
—0.52*** (0.06)
0.02*** (0.01)
—0.01*** (0.001)
12.67*** (0.70)

s(Latitude, Longitude)

Approx. significant of smooth terms
24.22*** (0.06)

Observations
Adjusted R?
Log Likelihood

1,794
0.43
—2,355.30

Note:
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Figure 7: Coefficient of Longitude and Latitude
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Table 3: Results for Quantile Regression
Dependent variable:log-price per hectare
QR QR with Lat,Long Spline

20t 50t 8o 20t 50t 8ot
Farm 0.33%** 0.07 —0.02 0.37 0.14 —0.03
Residence 0.81%** 0.83%** 0.78%** 0.827%** 0.93%** 0.79%**
Land use - farming —3.92%** —5.17*%** —5.43%** —2.72%** —3.98* —5.05%**
Land use - conservation —6.79%** —7.56** —6.98™** —8.49%** —5.99%** —6.61%**
No of ag. businesses —0.001*** —0.001*** —0.0%* —0.001*** —0.00* —0.0*
Soil quality indicator 0.427%** 0.30%** 0.31%** 0.24%** 0.13 0.17*
Pop. density 0.004*** 0.01** 0.01%** 0.004*** 0.005 0.01
Total employment 0.00%** 0.00%** 0.00%** 0.00%** 0.00** 0.00%*
Erosion indicator —0.32%** —0.32%** —0.52%** —0.47%** —0.38%** —0.48***
Average rainfall 0.02%** 0.03%** 0.03%** 0.00 0.009 0.01
Distance - port to rail —0.004*** —0.002*** —0.002*** —0.004*** —0.004*** —0.004*
Constant 10.76*** 11.96%** 13.03*** 10.37%** 12.48%** 14.00%**
Note: *p<0.1; **p<0.05; ***p<0.01
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Figure 10: Triogram of Longitude and Latitude
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Comparing the Performance of our Models

Table 4: Semilog Models

Akaike Info. Bayesian Info. Gen. Cross

Criterion Criterion Validation
Semilog no regional dummies 49082.4 5053.8 2525.1
Semilog with regional dummies 4703.8 5000.4 2380.2
Semilog with Lat,Long spline 4711.9 4922 .4 2415.4

@ Including location in the model (whether regional or lat, long spline)
is important

@ Interestingly, the spline model marginally outperforms its regional
dummies counterpart based on the BIC but not based on AIC or GCV
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Conclusion and future work

@ Splines (or some other non-parametric method) provide a flexible way
of incorporating geospatial data into a hedonic model
@ Applying these approaches to a sample of agricultural land sales in

NSW we find that there are variations in the value of farmland across
location and price segments

@ The quantile regression approach with the geospatial spline is better
suited in case of a large number of regional entities. It also achieved
lower standard errors in this analysis

@ In sum, this leads to a preference of using splines over the regional
dummies models

@ We recently gained access to a much larger longitudinal transaction
data series, spanning 20 years and covering all of Australia

@ Explore other hedonic models to account for variation in the price of
farmland across location, time and price segments
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Thank You
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