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A comparative analysis of household livelihoods in Zhejiang mountainous

areas under the background of farmer households differentiation
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Abstract: Based on the sustainable livelihood framework, the paper used the survey data from 4 mountainous
counties and cities including Lin’an, Kaihua, Yongkang and Longquan in Zhejiang Province to conduct a com-
parative analysis of agriculture based farmer households (Type I ) and non-agriculture based farmer house-
holds (Type Il ) from three perspectives, namely, livelihood capital, livelihood strategy and livelihood outcome.
The results indicated that in Zhejiang mountainous areas, different types of farmer households had different ad-
vantages in various capitals. Type 1 farmer households had comparatively abundant physical capital and natu-
ral capital, but lacked financial capital; Type Il farmer households had comparatively abundant physical capi-
tal and human capital, lacked natural capital. Compared to Type I farmer households, Type Il farmer house-
holds worked less, earned higher income, and had more diversified income sources, lower incidence of impov-
erishment, higher life satisfaction. However, Type I farmer households had more significant adverse effects on
the environment than Type I farmer households. Farmer households of both type tended to choose traditional
way to deal with risks and pressures. They borrowed money and used their savings to cope with risks. Their
main pressures were housing and medical expenses. On the whole, the livelihoods of Type I farmer households
were better than Type I farmer households. [Ch, 1 fig. 5 tab. 16 ref. ]
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Figure 1 Sustainable livelihood framework
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Table 1  Index measure and definition of the livelihood capital
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Table 2 Livelihoods capital index of different farmers
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Table 4  Livelihood strategy of different farmers
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Table 5  Different farmers’ livelihood
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