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Abstract

Rural tourism, as one of the important paths for rural revitalization, plays an important role in
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accelerating the modernization of agriculture and rural areas, promoting the integrated develop-
ment of urban and rural areas, and so on. With the continuous implementation of the rural revital-
ization strategy, rural tourism in China has made significant progress. More and more villages have
developed into popular tourist destinations based on their own tourism resource advantages. Rural
tourism, as an external factor entering rural areas, has a comprehensive impact on farmers’ liveli-
hoods and is one of the important factors driving changes in farmers’ livelihood capital. Therefore,
taking Wanxichong Village as an example, this study combines socio-economic statistical data and
questionnaire survey data. Firstly, based on the traditional sustainable livelihood analysis frame-
work, “perceived capital” is added to form six major livelihood capitals, and an evaluation index
system for farmers’ livelihood capital is constructed. Secondly, farmers are classified, and the cur-
rent situation of livelihood capital of different types of farmers under the development of rural tour-
ism is compared and analyzed. The dynamic changes of livelihood capital of different types of farm-
ers before and after the development of rural tourism are compared and analyzed, and the most
significant changes in livelihood capital are identified.
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Figure 1. Development history of Wanxichong
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Table 1. Evaluation index system for farmers’ livelihood capital
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Figure 2. Proportion of different types of farmers
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Figure 3. Comparison of human capital of different types of farmers
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Figure 4. Comparison of material capital of different types of farmers
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Figure 5. Comparison of natural capital of different types of farmers
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Figure 6. Comparison of financial capital of different types of farmers
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Figure 7. Comparison of social policy capital of different types of farmers
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Figure 8. Comparison of perceived capital of different types of farmers
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