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Table 3 Calculation system of evaluation index of peasant household livelihood capital
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Fig.1 Comparison of livelihood capital between project

group and control group
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Fig.2 Comparison of livelihood strategies between project

group and control group
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The impact of the establishment of protected areas
on the diversification of farmers” livelihoods

TONG Hui-xin,LUO Yong-zhong ,HE Yu, YU Si-min,NAN Si-rui
(College of Forestry, Gansu Agricultural University , Lanzhou 730070, China)

Abstract: [ Objective] To accurately identify the impact of establishing closed protected areas on farmers' liveli-
hood diversification under different ecosystem types in Gansu, this paper aims to make a research on the relationship
between livelihood strategy and livelihood capital under the influence of desertification land closure protection policy.
[ Method] Questionnaires and interviews were made in the closed areas (project group) and unclosed areas (control
group) of Maqu, Mingin and Shandan, which are national closed protection areas. [ Result] The results indicated that
the total value of livelihood capital and the total index of livelihood strategy showed the characteristics of pastoral area
<Zagricultural area<"farming - pastoral ecotone, and the project group was lower than the control group.
[ Conclusion] Compared with the control group, the number of households in the project group with the livelihood di-
versification index of 0 and above 0.5 decreased significantly, while the number of households in the project group
with the livelihood diversification index of 0 to 0. 5 increased significantly. In conclusion, the establishment of closed
protected areas reduced the livelihood capital of farmers in closed protected areas in three counties, and at the same
time, it also reduced the proportion of pure farmers, but the overall level of livelihood diversification was low. Among
them, natural capital was the main factor leading farmers to choose agricultural production and life, while human capi-
tal was the main factor leading farmers to choose non-agricultural production and life. This study has guiding signifi-
cance for optimizing regional livelihood diversification and promoting regional sustainable development.

Key words:desertification; seal and protect;livelihood capital;livelihood diversity



