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Rural Tourism Driving Farmers’ Livelihood Transformation in the New Era. Internal Mechanism and Practical Path
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Abstract
in the new era, taking Xiajiang Village, Fengshuling Town, Chun’an County, Hangzhou as an example, the evaluation index system of farm-

In view of the dynamic transformation characteristics of rural tourism driving the transformation and upgrading of farmers’ livelihood

ers’ livelihood capital is constructed based on the sustainable livelihood framework, and the weight is determined by entropy method, and the
livelihood transformation of local residents from 2009 to 2018 is dynamically analyzed and studied. The results show that: In terms of livelihood
capital, the total amount is increasing, from 2. 23in 2009 to 3. 61 in 2018, with a growth rate of 57. 6% ; In terms of livelihood strategy, the
livelihood structure has changed from relying mainly on natural capital, material capital to relying on human capital, financial capital and so-
cial capital. From the livelihood results, the overall living standard of local residents showed a significant improvement trend, and the overall
living standard of local residents showed a significant improvement trend. Finally, some suggestions are put forward to solve the problems in the

process of farmers’ adaptation.
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Table 1 Quantification of livelihood capital and quantification of evaluation indicators
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Table 2 Types of livelihood strategies and classification criteria
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Table 3 Assessment results of local residents’ livelihood capital in Xiajiang Village in 2009 and 2018
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Year Human capital Natural capital Physical capital Financial capital Social capital Total capital
2009 0.47 0.54 0.42 0.41 0.45 2.29
2018 0.64 0.68 0.78 0.76 0.75 3.61
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Fig.1 Changes in various elements of local residents’ livelihood
capital in Xiajiang Village in 2009 and 2018
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Fig.2 The livelihood diversity index of local residents in Xia-
jiang Village in 2009 and 2018
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Fig. 3 Per capita disposable income of farmers in Chun’ an
County and Xiajiang Village in 2009 and 2018
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