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ABSTRACT
This research aims to formulate a conceptual model of farmers' social movement based on previous studies, which failed to explain this concept. The Systematic Literature Review (SLR) method with a mixture of qualitative and quantitative approaches was used to conduct this research. Data were obtained from 289 articles sourced from the Scopus Database, with the VOSVIEWER and NVIVO 12 software used to determine the conceptual model. The analysis results showed that this study is associated with farmers’ issues, agricultural governance, agricultural systems, and collaboration of stakeholders in managing agricultural production. These perspectives are used to explain the concepts, topics, and issues of the farmer's social movement, including the role of actors, dynamics of conflict, challenges, and struggles of the movement, processes, conservation, sustainable environment, cooperation, the collaboration of stakeholders, as well as production and marketing of agricultural products.This conceptual model contributes to the development of farmers' social movement studies oriented towards concept development and disclosing issues taking place in the field. 
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ABSTRAK
Paper ini bertujuan untuk memformulasikan konseptual model studi gerakan sosial petani berdasarkan pada penelitian terdahulu. Metode yang digunakan pada penelitian ini adalah metode Systematic Literature Review (SLR) dengan pendekatan campuran kualitatif dan kuantitatif. Pendekatan SLR digunakan untuk mereview 289 artikel yang bersumber dari Scopus Database.Review paper menggunakan software VOSVIEWER dan NVIVO 12 yang menghasilkan data untuk menjawab pertanyaan penelitian, yaitu bagaimana model konseptual studi gerakan sosial petani.Hasil analisis dengan SLR mengungkapkan bahwa studi gerakan sosial petani berkaitan dengan isu-isu gerakan petani, tata kelola pertanian, sistem pertanian, dan kolaborasi stakeholders dalam mengelola produksi pertanian, yang dijelaskan melalui perspektif sosiologi, ilmu lingkungan, dan manajemen pertanian. Perspektif tersebut digunakan untuk menjelaskan konsep, topik, dan isu-isu gerakan sosial petani, meliputi peran aktor, dinamika konflik, tantangan dan perjuangan gerakan, proses gerakan, konservasi, lingkungan berkelanjutan, kerjasama, kolaborasi stakeholders, dan produksi serta pemasaran hasil pertanian. Model konseptual tersebut berkontribusi terhadap pengembangan studi gerakan sosial petani, baik berorientasi pada pengembangan konsep maupun pengungkapan isu-isu gerakan sosial petani yang berlangsung di lapangan. 
Kata Kunci: Gerakan Sosial Petani; Tata Kelola Pertanian; Lingkungan Berkelanjutan; Agroecology; Stakeholders; Government, Farmers.

INTRODUCTION 
The study of farmers’ social movement discusses the response, reaction, and resistance of farmers to the state and the private sector (Lindberg, 1994; De Weerd and Klandermans, 1999). Generally, this study is focused on the efforts of farmers to fight for their land rights, equality and justice for agricultural production, prices of commodities, and welfare. This is also associated with the democratization of agricultural affairs management such as making and determining seeds, access to information and policies, involvement in policy formulation, as well as farmers’ autonomy and freedom(Levien, 2013). Mooney (2004) stated that the study of farmers' social movements also focused on the formulation of concepts, strategies, goals, and the formation of farming networks. The focus of the study on farmers’ social movements is sociological issues, explained from the perspective of social, power, and capital theories sourced from sociology (Lindberg, 1994). 
According to preliminary studies, farmers’ social movement is not only related to issues of resistance, conflict, struggle for land rights, power networks, and agricultural capitalism. Rather it is also associated with conservation, sustainable agricultural governance, and collaborative management in agricultural-related affairs (Leite, Silva and van Ittersum, 2014; Freedman et al., 2016; Tripp, 2018; Futemma, De Castro and Brondizio, 2020). The development and focus of the study on farmer's social movement is not only explained from the perspective of social theories oriented to the disclosure of conflicts, problems of injustice, farmers' rights, and other sociological issues. Rather it is also analyzed from a theoretical perspective and governance theory that is oriented to the development, strengthening, and improvement of agricultural governance based on stakeholder collaboration, sustainable environment, and eco-friendly agricultural ecology(Wegren, 1996; Herring, 2015). Also, the study on farmer's social movement covers a variety of disciplines, and experiences a shift in orientation, based on sociological, social, and governance theories (Futemma, De Castro and Brondizio, 2020).
Although the study of the farmer's social movement has expanded the focus and orientation, no research has been carried out to scientifically explain related concepts and issues (Hiller, 1975; Pai, 2000). Previous studies were carried out partially, with the research implementation carried out based on different perspectives and disciplines. Therefore, this research only has the ability to reveal one main problem, which is in line with the perspective and disciplines utilized by Dhanagare (2013). This research contributes to the formulation of a conceptual model for the development of farmers’ social movement studies, such as concept development-oriented and those geared towards disclosing problems in the agricultural sector.
The conceptual model has an impact on the exploration of problems in the agricultural sector in a comprehensive manner (Ajates, 2020). In addition, this concept is a roadmap, which provides a clear picture of the development, direction, and orientation that is integrated with several problems and visions of environmentally sound agricultural governance, ecosystems, ecology, agroecology, and environmental conservation to ensure the sustainability of the agricultural sector (Leite, Silva and van Ittersum, 2014). The conceptual formulation of this research model is based on theoretically, conceptually, and practically oriented previous studies associated with the problems of the agricultural sector in the field. This ensures that the conceptual model of this study clearly describes the concepts, topics, and related issues.


LITERATURE REVIEWE RILATED TO FAMERS’ SOCIAL MOVEMENT
The research on the farmers 'social movement is part of the objective of sociological studies that discusses the movement of this group in fighting for their interests and demands. This is related to issues of equality, human rights, and justice for the state and against other dominant groups such as capitalists in agriculture (Levien, 2013; Falnikar and Dutta, 2019). Several sociological studies have focused on the issue of the peasant movement against the state that ignores farmers' rights such as land use, access to information, fairness in price policies, protection from global trade threats, and fair distribution of agricultural land (DeCelles, Sonenshein and King, 2020). Another focus of this study is their 'resistance to the domination and hegemony of global capitalist groups in agricultural affairs, such as the dominance of the trade-in drugs, environmental damage due to business interests, and neglect of farmers' rights in acquiring the opportunity to develop wisdom-based agricultural products locally (Navajas-Romero, Del Río and Ceular-Villamandos, 2020). Several focus studies on the issue of social movements are an inseparable part of the objectives of sociological studies related to both concept development, and theoretically and practically oriented studies.
The study of farmers’ social movements is not only related to sociological issues such as farmers’ resistance, the relationship between state and private sector domination of farmers, and the struggle for justice for farmers, rather it is also associated with economic, ecological, and conservation issues. According to Gonçalves et al. (2013), Mutter et al. (1999) and Wegren (1996) economic issues are related to studies that focus on building networks and agricultural management to realize the welfare and prosperity of agricultural communities. In this context, several studies showed that the welfare and prosperity of farmers are influenced by the networks and institutions of the farming community (Falnikar and Dutta, 2019). Furthermore, studies revealed that these networks have a significant impact on changes and improvements in people's lives. This also affects the sustainability of the agricultural sector as a contributor to national food security for a country(Amory Starr, 2010).
Several other studies have focused on farmers' social movements on ecological issues related to the efforts of farming communities to cultivate agricultural seeds oriented to a sustainable environment (Gordon, 1999). In this movement, farmers are faced with national and global capitalist groups that try to thwart the society. A number of studies revealed that agricultural capitalist groups, especially those engaged in cultivation, always want to dominate and master cultivation, from the manufacturing to the utilization and production stages (Herring, 2007; Tomlinson, 2008). The mission of the capitalist group is to direct and control farmers for business interests (Chappell et al., 2013). On the other hand, the farming community, with the help of non-government organizations (NGOs), is trying to carry out its mission of cultivating agricultural seeds that provides benefit and maintains the ecosystem (Herring, 2007; Levien, 2013). In an ecological context, this group always fails to carry out their activities amicably because the capitalist is a strong actor supported by the power of the state (Herring, 2007). 
Farmers 'social movements on conservation issues are related to their efforts to maintain balance and environmental sustainability while using the environment as a productive area (Chappell et al., 2013; Makita, 2016; Patnaik, Jongerden and Ruivenkamp, 2018). In general, conservation issues are initiated by a group of environmental activists, academics, and local farmers (Dubois, 2008; Wright and Reid, 2011). The group seeks to provide understanding to the government and farmers on environmentally-oriented agricultural land management (Prentice, Chen and Wang, 2019). Several studies revealed that  environmental conservation issues are oriented towards maintaining the sustainability of the natural environment, which supports the survival of agricultural products (Dubois, 2008). The movement includes maintaining agricultural ecosystems, springs, consistency of rainfall, soil fertility, and avoiding environmental pollution from plantation activities that use chemicals. The success of this group in conservation issues significantly is dependent on the strength of the network and cooperation of stakeholders, especially the involvement of environmental activists and university academicians (Gordon, 1999; Cadieux and Slocum, 2015). 
This study has a special character that distinguishes it from others despite being focused sociological, political, and environmental conservation issues  (Dhanagare, 2014). Furthermore, other social movements such as political, bureaucratic reform, and moral movements are oriented towards collective efforts initiated by certain elites to change the power structure, bureaucracy, and socio-cultural structure of society. Meanwhile, the farmers' social movement is a collective effort of a group of farmers that started with issues of rights, access, and sustainability of agricultural ecosystems (Hasan, 1994; Mooney, 2004). In general, it was initiated by farmers that were dealing with some problems, such as land rights, eviction of agricultural land, unfair product prices, domination of the role of the state and the private sector in agricultural affairs, environmental damage due to mining exploration, and several other problems, which invited peasants to initiate social movements (Hinrichs and Allen, 2008; Tripp, 2018). Preliminary studies showed that the special character associated with this movement illustrates a pure fighting process for their survival as farmers (Albrecht, 1972; A Starr, 2010). 
Although previous studies have discussed farmers, the majority have mostly explained and disclosed cases of movements, such as eviction from agricultural land, injustice in state policies, discrimination, unfair prices for agricultural products, and environmental conservation (T Brass, 1994; Carley, 2016). This preliminary study used an empirical approach with case studies in the field, namely a research process that records, observes, and provides in-depth discussions on cases associated with the studied farmer. In addition, there are also previous studies carried out with an experimental approach, which examines the success and failure factors by analyzing a case. Furthermore, a number of preliminary studies have succeeded in revealing the various characteristics, its model, strength, and network (Pai, 2000; J G Dal Belo Leite et al., 2015; Chen et al., 2019). According to Carley (2016), Hiller (1975), and Pai (2000), the theoretical approaches used to analyze these movements in previous studies are social, political, and economic theories. Therefore, the research represents findings that describe a particular field of science used as a perspective for the study.(Hiller, 1975; Pai, 2000; Carley, 2016)(Hiller, 1975; Pai, 2000; Carley, 2016)(Hiller, 1975; Pai, 2000; Carley, 2016)(Hiller, 1975; Pai, 2000; Carley, 2016)(Hiller, 1975; Pai, 2000; Carley, 2016)(Hiller, 1975; Pai, 2000; Carley, 2016) 
This study led to the use of a development and practice oriented frameworks in various agricultural issues, which were not conceptualized in previous studies. Therefore, the conceptualization of this research  needs to be carried out through a literature review approach, which focuses on mapping the formulation of concepts based on the linkage of agricultural social movements. One of the preliminary studies that explained the theory and concept is based on cases of land grabbing by the state and the private sector in India (Levien, 2013).


RESEARCH METHODS
This study used Systematic Literature Review (SLR) method with a mixture of qualitative and quantitative approaches was used to conduct this research to analyze the data obtained from 289 articles on farmers’ social movements sourced from the Scopus database (Khoo-Lattimore, Mura and Yung, 2019). A qualitative approach is used to layout topics and themes as well as to conceptualize the concept based on previous studies(Dixon-Woods et al., 2006). Meanwhile, a quantitative approach is used to strengthen the concept focused on measuring the level of linkage between topics, sub-topics, issues, and study objectives (Sengers, Wieczorek and Raven, 2019). The linkage was measured using correlation, coherence, and coherence tests with the Jaccard Index, which is similar to the concepts, sub-concepts, topics, sub-topics, and study issues (Nicolas et al., 2018). The use of a mixed approach in this study allows the concept to be well-formulated which describes farmers structured and systematic social movement strategies (Khoo-Lattimore, Mura and Yung, 2019). 
This research consists of the article identification, selection, and content analysis stages, which are carried out systematically and sequentially. Furthermore, the stages are interrelated with each other which support the collection of articles used as a unit of analysis to produce in-depth research findings capable of providing answers to the following research question, namely: (1) How is the distribution and clustering concept of the study? (2) How is the relationship between the concepts? (3) What is the level of correlation and coherence of the concept? and (4) What is the concept of the study on farmers’ social movement? The three stages of the research implementation are shown in Figure 1.
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Figure 1. Research stages
The first stage is article identification, which is related to article search activities by subscribing to Scopus, entering the keyword "Farmers Social Movement" in the document search column of the database, running the article search engine to produce the total document as a whole, limiting the number of documents based on the type, source of articles (journal), and language used (English), as well as the implementation of "Limit to" article limitation menu. The second stage is the selection process, namely activities related to collecting articles used as a unit of review analysis which is carried out based on the relevance of the theme and title, the ease of access (open access), the readability of the text in the article content, and the types of files analyzed with content analysis software. The third stage is the analysis of the article content using content analysis software, such as VOSVIEWER and NVivo 12. The purpose of using VOSVIEWER is to produce qualitative data on the concepts, topics, and issues associated with the study. The purpose of using NVivo 12 is to generate data on the relationship and coefficient of concepts, topics, and issues in the related study.



FINDINGS DISCUSSION
Bibliometrics Analysis 
A total of 307 scientific publications consisting of 212 articles from various scientific journals, 36 books, 31 book chapters, 22 reviews, 4 editorials, and 4 conference papers were published in Scopus indexed publishers as shown in Figure 2. This data shows that it is based on conceptual and field studies compared to publications in the form of books, chapters, and reviews. The data also confirms that previous studies revealed more of the problems that occur in the field relating to issues of agricultural governance, and policies. Further problems are associated with the role of actors, conservation, and other problems in the agricultural sector, which are the object of this study.
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Figure 2. Documents by type of publication
The gap in the number of publications between articles and other types of educational studies reveals that the research have not received serious attention from a number of scholars to compile references, both theoretically, conceptually, and practically. Another finding from these data is that conference studies are still not part of the tradition of authors and scholars, which shows that the dissemination of research results on issues or problems related to the social movement of farmers has not been widely conducted. Therefore, the latest research findings have not been widely utilized. Furthermore, this topic has not been disclosed and accessed by authors, scholars, and practitioners in the field of agricultural sector governance.
Although there are gaps in the publication of articles, generally, this topic shows a positive trend, such as an increase in the yearly number of documents, which fluctuated, from 1-6, 10-15, 29, 17-19, 22, 12, 18 and 12 between 1971-2006, 2007-2009, 2010, 2011- 2017, 2015, 2016, 2017-2019, and 2020, respectively as shown in Figure 3. The fluctuation in the number of published documents shows that this study has not received adequate attention from scholars, authors, and practitioners, as a conceptual framework for the development of scientific publications that discusses their various issues.
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Figure 3. Publication Trends "Farmers Social Movement"
Developed countries, such as the United States (111 documents), the United Kingdom (34 documents), and Canada (24 documents) are concerned on the study of farmers' social movements. Other countries that have also paid important attention to problems in the agricultural sector are Brazil (16 documents), Netherlands (15 documents), India (13 documents), Italy (13 documents), Spain (13 documents), and Australia (13 documents), as shown in figure 3. These countries pay serious attention to research, publication, and dissemination of reports focused on agricultural issues related to governance, agroecology, conservation, sustainable environment, production, and sustainable ecosystems. India is one country that also focuses on issues of farmers' rights, resistance, social movements, networks, land grabbing, and other sociological issues. The attentions of this country to these sociological issues are inseparable from the problems of its farmers, which are related to the state appropriation of farmers’ land, injustice, and poverty. Sociological issues are also widely discussed and studied by other countries such as Sweden, China, Germany, Mexico, Ireland, Colombia, Czech Republic, France, Poland, Denmark, New Zealand, Norway, Switzerland, Austria, Finland, Indonesia, Israel, South Africa, Barbados, Belgium, Chile, Hungary, Kiribati, Malawi, Nigeria, Portugal, and Thailand. 
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Figure 4. Publication "Farmers Social Movement" by country
Five clusters of scholars have contributed significantly to the production of scientific publications on this study. The first cluster comprises of Herring J.R, Svia V., Scones I., and Scoot J.C. The second is Mukherji R., Joshi, S., Gupta, D., Omvedt, G., Chatterjee, P., Escobar, A, and Marx, K. The third is Kneafsey, Moore, O, Allen, P, Guthman. , J., Altieri, MA, Mcmichael, P, Miller, D, and Mooney, PH. The fourth is Harvey, D, Barnhurst, KG, and Neveu, E. And the fifth is Doylet, T, Smith, J, Malucci, A, Tilly, C, Rootes, C, Diani, M, Mcadam, D, Pinard, M, Snow, DA, Opp, KD, Sabucedo, JM, and Hunt, SA, as shown in Figure 4. The five clusters of writers are a collection of scholars and authors that play an active role in carrying out research activities and scientific publications on various farming related issues. Furthermore, the five clusters have different objects of study and orientation tailored to the discipline and expertise of each author. Although there are differences in the object and orientation, each cluster has a relationship with one another. 
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Figure 5. Authorship "Farmers Social Movement."
The first cluster indicates that this study focuses on farmers’ socio-political movement, agricultural development and production, environmental conservation, economy, agriculture and sustainable environment. Herring JR is the author with the most produced scientific publications on these issues. Herring JR’s publications have been quoted by many other authors, including those from other clusters. The focus of the second cluster study is related to issues of socio-political movements, farmers’ ideology, and resistance to the state. The focus of the third cluster study is related to the issue of agroecology, namely agricultural governance that is environmentally sustainable and based on collaboration, synergy, and a network of stakeholders in carrying out agricultural policy governance activities. The focus of the fourth cluster study is related to the concepts of the farmers’ social movement, which includes strategies, forms, and models in fighting for their rights, aspirations, and demands from the state. The focus of the fifth cluster study is related to the process and dynamics of farmers.

Dominant Concepts and Issues in the Study of Farmers Social Movement
Based on the content analysis results of 289 studies using Vosviewer, the dominant concepts and issues in this study, which consist of the movement, governance, power, networks, processes, challenges and movement systems, development, actor relations, political influence, behavior and collective awareness, movement effectiveness, the role of decision-makers, the impact of the movement, dynamics and conflicts, the role of actors, civil society, resistance and power, justice, conservation, initiatives and innovations, and activist movements, are shown in Figure 6. A number of these dominant concepts and issues have been the center of attention in previous studies, which illustrate the study’s objective related to agricultural governance. Furthermore, this involves many actors that communicate to build political networks and power in influencing decision-making processes that impact the agricultural sector, including conservation, agroecology, land use, forests, rural areas, and the development of tourism. 
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Figure 6. The dominant concept in the study "Farmers Social Movement."
Based on the dominant concepts and issues previously mentioned, this study is related to the disciplines of political sociology, environmental, and agricultural sciences. Concepts and issues directly related to the discipline of sociology, include social movements, conflict dynamics, the role of actors, civil society movements, power, political networks and influence, resistance, justice, communication, actor relations, and challenges. A number of these concepts and issues are the object of study which are part of the discipline of sociology widely used to explain cases of farmers’ community resistance to the state in various cases. Some of these cases include the expropriation of farmers land by the state, discriminating their rights to state policies, and the state's neglect of their needs and aspirations. In the context of environmental science, this study is related to the concepts and issues of conservation of agricultural areas, sustainable environment, conservation of protected areas, forestry, and environmental crisis management. Concepts and issues in this study are also related to agricultural science, namely biotechnology, agroecology, consumerism, rice fields, and rural areas. The linkage of this study with the discipline of agricultural science is a unified system that clearly shows that the object is directly related to agricultural problems in rural areas. 
The characteristics of the dominant concepts and issues in this study, is in accordance with the disciplines of sociology, environmental and agricultural sciences, which illustrate that the concepts and issues discussed are a unity of farmer problems. Environmental issues and agricultural affairs are inseparable ecosystems. Characteristics of concepts and issues in the study of farmer social movements emphasize that it is directly related to the efforts of farmers to fight for rights, access, and justice which are expected to affect the responsiveness of the state and the private sector in formulating policies and regulations that are in favor of the interests of farmers for sustainable environment, and agricultural ecosystems. The formulation of the dominant concepts and issues in the study of the farmer's social movement is distributed into three clusters, namely the social movement and governance, the community and agricultural system, and the stakeholder relationship and agricultural products, as shown in Table 1.
Table 1. Clusterization of the Study Concept of Farmers' Social Movement
	Cluster
	Concepts
	Total

	Movement and Governance
	Movement, governance, process, challenge, project, power, network, agenda, initiative, actor, citizen, diversity, field, complexity, emergence, civil society, recognition, justice, struggle, resistance, conflict, dynamic, public, growth, activist, bottom.
	26

	Agriculture System 
	System, community, rural area, landscape, agroecology, land, access, forest, livelihood, farmer, conservation, capacity.
	12

	Stakeholders Relationship
	Relationship, product, effect, behavior, value, communication, company, comparison, influence, intention, personal norm, belief, driver, adaption, consequence, participant, characteristic, promotion, resident, face, tourist, household.
	22



Social movement and governance clusters are related to the concepts and topics of movement processes and challenges, agendas, networks, power, conflict dynamics, roles of actors and civil society, resistance, justice, initiatives, innovation, movement crises, and the diversity of actors. The cluster shows concepts and topics related to sociological issues, which confirms that the sociology discipline plays an important role in this study. The study also confirms that sociology is the source of social movement concepts and theories widely used by authors to explain farmers’ movement in a variety of issues, including land grabbing, state discrimination, private sector domination, biotechnology issues, and protection of state policies against farmers. Community clusters and agricultural systems are related to the concepts and topics of agroecology, agricultural land systems, forest area management, farmer access, conservation, and agricultural management in rural areas. The cluster of stakeholder relations and the value of agricultural products are related to the concepts and topics of agricultural impacts, consumer behavior, and awareness. It is also associated with the promotion, the role of agricultural companies, the attention and personal characteristics of the state, farmers and capital owners, CSR programs, and adaptation of agricultural technology.
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Figure 7. Clusterization of concepts in the study "Farmers Social Movement."
The three clusters of dominant concepts and topics mentioned above are an integrated unit of farmer social movements and governance that deals with the numerous concepts and topics in the same network. The NVivo 12 Plus analysis result showed that the concepts and topics of each cluster have strong linkages, co-efficiencies, and coherence with the Jaccard's value of 0.8-0.9. This indicates that the concept of this study is related to social movements. Agriculture system and stakeholder relations are also related to problems in the agricultural sector and the environment.
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Figure 8. The relationship between the concepts in the study "Farmers Social Movement."
Figure 8 shows the relationship between social movement clusters and governance, community clusters and agricultural systems, and clusters of stakeholder relations and the value of agricultural products. The three conceptual clusters and topics in this study have a strong relationship. It is a strategy that deals with agricultural-related systems, community roles, stakeholder relations, and the value of agricultural products as well as environmental issues. The strong relationship between the three concept clusters and the topic is the conceptual foundation in formulating the concept comprising of sub-concepts and sub-topics related to one another.

Conceptualization of the Study of Farmers' Social Movement
The social movement and governance cluster is a concept that is directly related to power, actor networks, conflict, roles, farmers’ community involvement, movement struggles, awareness, processes, challenges, and agricultural programs, as shown in Figure 9. The linkage of the concepts in the cluster shows a strong coherence with the Jaccard's score scale of 0.8-0.9, which emphasizes that power in social movements and governance is a form of the role of the state, which has the authority to determine the agricultural sector policies. In this case, the study is related to their efforts to influence and agree with the state in making policies that are in favor of farmers’ interests. An instance is the control and protection of land against the domination of capitalist groups in the agricultural sector. One of the farmers 'strategies is to build and strengthen political networks that involve many actors, including civil society organizations. This enables the collective ability of farmers' to collectively face the dynamics of conflicts, challenges, and through massive movement processes, capable of influencing the state policy.
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Figure 9. The relationship between the concepts and sub-concepts of movement and governance in the study of "Farmers Social Movement."
The value of the relationship, as well as the coherence of the concept of social movements and governance in Figure 9, confirms that both describe farmers' activities. This is related to their efforts to influence agricultural governance policies through various forms of movement, such as resistance, building and strengthening networks, organizing and mobilizing actors, such as community groups and civil society organizations, facing conflicts with various challenges, and collective struggles. The farmers’ social movement is faced with the power of the state, which has the authority to formulate and determine policies and programs related to agricultural affairs. The formulation of farmers’ social movement concept is related to many theories and concepts in sociological studies. This illustrates that the concept is related to resistance, conflict, struggle, and collective missions to fight over state resources and influence the direction of state policy to take sides. 
The social movement cluster and agricultural system is a study concept of farmers that is strongly related to issues of conservation, land use, agricultural ecology, and the existence of farming communities, and access to agricultural resources, with a Jaccard value scale of 0.8-0.9. This study on conservation issues are related to farmers’ efforts to overcome environmental damage caused by the expansion of agricultural land, mining exploration, and the use of chemicals. The issue of conservation was initiated by activists from civil society organizations and authors from various universities. They provide education and socialization of environmental conservation to farming communities to ensure the formation of farmers' awareness to build a collective strength to support conservation activities. The social movement of farmers in land use issues is related to their efforts to influence the power of the state in distributing land use in favor of their interests. In this case, farmers are faced with the power of the state and capitalist groups. The state provides access to capitalist groups to control land use, therefore, farmers are not opportune to access land for agricultural purposes.
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Figure 10. The relationship between the Agriculture System concept and its sub-concepts in the study "Farmers Social Movement."
Farmers’ social movement in the issue of agricultural ecology is related to their collective efforts to maintain the sustainability of the agricultural ecosystem by integrating management oriented towards a sustainable environment through an organic approach. In many studies, this movement is based on a participatory and collaborative approach from various stakeholders, such as the private sector, farmers, and the government, which jointly formulate programs and strategies to support the use of agricultural land for economic benefits and the sustainability of its ecosystems. The agroecology-oriented movement involves community participation in which there are access and opportunity for them to obtain information and education on conservation, agricultural governance, and land use, which is environmentally oriented sustainably.
The stakeholder relationship cluster in this study is related to the relationship between farmers, the private sector, and consumers of agricultural products. These concepts and sub-concepts have a very strong relationship with Jaccard's Scale Score of 0.8-0.9. In this context, farmers seek to build synergy with several mutually beneficial parties in agricultural production activities. However, several studies showed that the state and the private sector are the dominant actors in regulating agricultural production activities, marketing, and determining the price of products directed at the interests of the state and private sector. For instance, farmers interested in maintaining the sustainability of the agricultural ecosystem. Furthermore, the state has an interest in increasing agricultural sector income by involving the private sector. However, several other studies showed that farmers and the private sector work together in managing the agricultural sector, which is mutually beneficial to the economy for stakeholders and to maintain sustainability.
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Figure 11. The relationship between the concept of stakeholders and sub-concepts in the study "Farmers Social Movement."
The synergy of stakeholders in managing the agricultural sector depends on the predetermined values, their influence, impact, adaptation to change, the consequences of the relationships formed, the awareness and behavior of each stakeholder in perceiving the agricultural sector. Previous research showed that stakeholders have different values, therefore, it requires a communication process to equalize the process aimed at a sustainable agricultural ecosystem. The influence of stakeholders in the farmers’ social movement is related to the ability of each stakeholder to influence other actors in forming networks that play a significant role in building awareness and shaping behavior with a sustainable environmental perspective. The relationship between stakeholders in the farmer social movement is particularly directed towards realizing a sustainable agricultural ecosystem between the economic interests of farmers, the private sector, the state, and the interests of a sustainable environment.
Conceptual Model of Farmers' Social Movement Study
Based on the concept mapping analysis, it was formulated that this study is related to three main concepts, namely social movements and governance, agricultural systems, and stakeholder relations. Furthermore, these three main concepts have their respective sub-concepts, which are related to one another. The concept of social movement and governance comprises sub-concepts with a sociological character, such as power, socio-political networks, conflict, resistance, struggle, civil society, the existence of actors, civil society, and social movement processes. The sub-concept in the concept shows that the study of farmers as part of sociological research related to theories of social movements, conflict, and class struggle, is used to explain and understand their problems. The orientation of the movement related to this concept is directed at the struggle and resistance of peasants against state policies that ignore the interests of farmers and prioritize the interests of global capitalist groups (Tom Brass, 1994).
Sub-concepts in the concept of agricultural systems are related to the community (farmer groups), land management, agroecology, management of protected areas (forests), conservation, and empowerment of the agricultural sector. This sub-concept is an integrated and interrelated concept in this, which focuses on collective movements in realizing sustainable environmentally-oriented agricultural governance. In the agricultural system, it describes a movement based on education, research, and socialization oriented towards building mutual awareness in realizing environmental balance, such as agricultural, conservation, and nature activities carried out through an agroecological approach (Ajates, 2020) . As part of a collective movement, the social movement in this context involves many actors, including farmers, environmental activists, authors, the government, and the private sector (Prost et al., 2019).
The sub-concept of stakeholder relations is related to cooperation, the role of the private sector, awareness, behavior, consumers, agricultural production, values, communication, and the influence and impact of stakeholder cooperation in managing agricultural affairs. This sub-concept is used to describe the cooperation of stakeholders, which is carried out through the communication process and the formation of the same awareness and vision (values) in supporting the achievement of the interests for environmental sustainability (Roy, Hall and W. Ballantine, 2017). Therefore, it is in the state's interest to increase the agricultural sector's income through the involvement of the private sector that plays a role in the production and marketing of agricultural products. This process also emphasizes the balance of the natural and social environment of farmers (agricultural ecosystem). Apart from being profit-oriented, the private sector also emphasizes the ability to pay attention to social responsibility for the sustainability of farmers and the natural environment (João Guilherme Dal Belo Leite et al., 2015).
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Figure 12. Conceptual Model of Farmers' Social Movement Study.
Figure 12 confirms that the three main concepts and their respective sub-concepts are unitary concepts related to one another in the study of farmer social movements. The concept formulation clearly illustrates that the study of peasant social movements is associated with sociological concepts related to the concepts of resistance, resistance, conflict, actor movements, and movement networks, and agrarian concepts, namely agricultural governance conservation and agroecology. Besides, the study of farmers' social movements is also related to the concept of agricultural management, which is related to the cooperation of stakeholders in managing the agricultural sector, especially in the aspects of production and marketing of agricultural products.
CONCLUSIONS
This study formulates that the farmer's social movement is a concept related to many sub-concepts originating from various disciplines, especially sociology, agricultural science, and management. The diversity of sub-concepts has various characters and orientations, which is oriented towards the struggle for farmers' rights and justice in the agricultural sector, land use, and protection of product prices. The concept of agricultural systems emphasizes the study of farmer movements, which is focused on conservation activities and the balance of ecosystems oriented towards sustainability. The concept of stakeholder relations emphasizes cooperation in managing the agricultural sector, which is oriented towards achieving the interests of stakeholders that pay attention to the interests of the ecosystem.
This study’s concept is oriented towards justice in state policies, agroecology, conservation, sustainable environment, agricultural management networks, and sustainable agricultural ex-systems. The concept is used to explain various agricultural issues and problems. It allows the study to develop scientifically, to determine agricultural problems, and agroecological orientation. However, there are some limitations associated with this study in terms of testing, for instance, the concept formulated is still based on previous studies. Therefore, subsequent studies need to focus on testing the concept of the farmer social movement study formulated in this research with field problems that describe the complexity of issues or problems in the agricultural sector.
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