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Fig 1 The geo-database of “rural household and land”
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Tab. 2 The value of rural households livelihood assets
1 2 3 15 16 17 162 163 164 469 470 471
0. 43 0.50 0. 82 0. 52 0.68 0.75 0. 14 0.00 0. 24 0.08 0.17 0.38 0. 25
0.36 0.35 0. 46 0. 54 0.31 0. 42 0. 49 0.56 0. 48 0.47 0.33 0.64 0. 51
0.21 0.52 0. 23 0.28 0.12 0. 29 0. 60 0.71 0. 66 0. 55 0.52 0.55 0. 57
0.39 0.63 0. 51 0. 41 0.23 0. 32 0.58 0.59 0.73 0. 62 0.68 0.71 0. 44
0. 08 0.47 0. 22 0.35 0.27 0.16 0.44 0.62 0. 57 0.70 0.34 0.28 0. 65
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Fig 2 The spatial distribution of rural household types
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Research on rural household differentiation based on the
quantification of livelihood assets: Evidence from 471 rural
households in Bailin village, Shapingba district, Chongqing City

WANG Liping, WANG Cheng, LI Xiao-qing
(School of Geographical Sciences, Southwest University, Chongqing. 400715)

Abstract: It is feasible to distinguish the trends of households livelihood diversification and
the situation of household differentiation according to the allocation structure of their live-
lihood assets for it is the decisive factor of the superior asset and possible space for liveli-
hood development. Therefore, by adopting the methods of “PAR+3S” and utilizing geo-
coordinates as the identification code, this paper sets up a geo-database of “household and
land” by linking the households’ livelihood assets attribution and spatial information of
land managed by households, and then analyzes the allocation structure of households’ live-
lihood assets, the classification of household types and the characteristic of their spatial
distribution. It comes to the conclusion as follows. Firstly, the change of rural households’
livelihood differentiates greatly due to the different allocation structures of farmers” liveli-
hood assets. A total of 113 households” natural assets were above the average, so rural
households of this group tend to develop agricultural production. Totally, 108 households
" livelihood assets were at the average level and the main direction of such kind was to de-
velop part-time production. some 250 households” natural assets were less than 0. 10, so
they were going to develop non-agricultural production. Secondly, based on the change
trend of rural households’ livelihood, the rural households can be divided into five groups,
with the rural households developing diverse agricultural production (16 %), those develo-
ping agricultural specialization (8%), those trying part-time development (23%), those
developing diverse non-agricultural production (31%), and those developing non-agricul-

tural specialization (22%), respectively.
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