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Abstract: Background, aim, and scope In the post-poverty era, avoiding the risk of returning to poverty and
achieving stable poverty alleviation is the logical continuation of the targeted poverty alleviation policy and an

important basis for the long-term revitalization of rural areas. The sustainable livelihood analysis framework has

2020-11-21; 2021-04-12; 2021-04-19
Received Date: 2020-11-21; Accepted Date: 2021-04-12; Online first: 2021-04-19
EBRARMFELTA (42171281, 72034007 ) ; BREAELHFIERATRA (21BIY138) ; K& 4 A 403 A A
(2021TD-35) ; B HH FALAFERLLEIEFNLAZLAAD (2021ND0028 )
Foundation Item: National Natural Science Foundation of China (42171281, 72034007); National Social Science Fund of China
(21BJY 138); Shaanxi Innovation Research Team for Science and Technology (2021TD-35); Philosophy and
Social Science Major Theory and Reality Research Project of Shaanxi Province (2021ND0028)
# 2%, E-mail: sufang@sust.edu.cn
Corresponding Author: SU Fang, E-mail: sufang@sust.edu.cn
S 07 ORYENEBE UK, A 2021, RS AT RS AR T S R R (U], LB AR 12(5): 483497,
Citation: Su F, Song N N, Xue B, et al. 2021. Prospects of sustainable livelihood research in the post-poverty period [J]. Journal of Earth
Environment, 12(5): 483—497.



484 Mo ERFREE-A 4 512 %

played an important guiding role in the process of poverty governance for a long time, but in the new situation,
there is an urgent need to develop a systematic summary and outlook of livelihood research. Materials and
methods Based on the research findings of sociology, economics, geography, environmental science, and other
related disciplines, this paper systematically summarizes the prominent contributions of sustainable livelihoods
research in poverty alleviation. Furthermore, this study’s main limitations and the key areas that need to be
improved and supplemented in the future have been identified. Results (1) The transformation of extant poverty
patterns requires sustainable livelihood analysis to shift from poverty governance to preventing a return to
poverty. To avoid falling back into poverty, the ultimate goal of sustainable livelihood research is to reduce the
recurrence of poverty and achieve stable poverty alleviation. (2) In the current research on sustainable livelihoods,
aspects such as the transformation and optimization of livelihood strategies, study of livelihood resilience systems,
relationship between livelihood vulnerability and a return to poverty, and coupling relationship between livelihood
systems with resource utilization are still unclear. These issues require focused attention. Discussion There is
a need to further elucidate the role of sustainable livelihood research to avoid the risk of returning to poverty,
achieve stable poverty alleviation for farmers, and promote sustainable development in rural areas. At present,
the research themes of sustainable livelihoods need to be clarified in the context of national macro-strategic
guidelines, such as the goal of building a moderately prosperous society, in all respects. Conclusions This paper
argues that in the post-poverty era, the key directions of sustainability research are to construct mechanisms to
avoid the risk of the return to poverty and for livelihood intervention, analyze the spatial and temporal differences
and dynamic evolution of livelihood vulnerability, clarify the cognitive capacity of resilience in livelihood
systems, and clarify the coupling mechanism between livelihood systems and ecosystems. Recommendations
and perspectives This study can provide academic support and serve as reference for decision-making for poverty
governance in the post-poverty era.

Key words: governance against returning to poverty; sustainable livelihood; livelihood vulnerability; livelihood

resilience; livelihood interventions
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Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of sustainable livelihoods from “poverty control” to “governance to re-poverty”
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Tab. 1 The main correspondence between livelihood capitals and the risk of re-poverty alleviation
BEASET FHIER R R:
Livelihood types Characteristic description Risk of returning to poverty
- o e PR T AU . PRIZER AR
MIIA SR B o PR

Human capital ~ Quantity and quality of workforce, etc.

TR A PSS H ARG, G MR e BT | KBTI

FIARBEA

Risk of returning to poverty due to
illness or education

YRR A7 AU

Natural resources used to carry out agricultural production activities, including land

Natural capital i .
area and soil quality, water resources, etc.

Risk of crop production

FHTFIAZEA = SO 21l 9 2 T BT S A A5 AR BLAS

ERTA

Financial capital

The amount of money used to purchase production materials or consumer goods, and

the creditworthiness of individuals, etc.

WA AT BE, ARHLAFE 2 5

Physical capital

FhEATEA
Social capital

[P

BTG . 2B RIS
Risk of investment loss and business
failure

Assets in the production process, such as farm machinery and other fixed assets.

AL A 5 AN TR AL 2, 8w T A (S . BAF . 255550

Fho AR IR

Lack of social status leads to return

Social networks formed by people with common interests, usually understood as

to poverty

trust, cooperation, participation in various associations, etc.
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Tab.2 Research on the transformation of livelihood strategies in different regions

WFFER Ik W 5 AR
Study area Background Livelihood strategies
B R E2R) i ES 3y S7 N Al AV F A A
Loess Plateau Rural tourism, returning farmland to forest and grass Pure farming type transformed into non-farming type
ZEINX BRWIT . HiiiT EEZa2d
Qinba Mountains Relocation for poverty alleviation Livelihood diversification
THPGRG 1L X WAL SRS G Kk Al RIS AR
Upland of Southwest Yunnan Urban-rural integration Pure farming type transformed into non-farming type
H R i R AL afifRIF e 7Y
Gannan Plateau Climate change Pure farming type transformed into part-time type
PO R X %3} EEZ e

Southwestern Minority Area

Industrial poverty alleviation strategies

Livelihood diversification
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Tab. 3 Typical research of livelihood resilience

5T (RN
Themes Core perspectives
W AR DA AN A I E . USRI LBOR R T, (A5 LAAERF AU RERIRE ST o

. Livelihood resilience is the ability to sustain and develop livelihoods in the face of disturbances from external
Concept definition . . . L .
ecological, economic and social and historical-political factors.

ST R H R MR I EE R R AIRETA L SUBEE . 58l SSlsrE . eI

The main factors affecting the individual resilience of farmers in poor areas include economic income, culture and

S AR R
Identification of influencing

factors education, labor force, transportation conditions, and social resources.
ST PRe . AASRES . IR S RAEE AR A TR S, E IR L A A 2 B P AN AR A
A e
S E TR

Based on the three dimensions of buffer capacity, self-organization capacity, and learning capacity to assess
Assessment methods L . L . . R . .
livelihood resilience, the current livelihood resilience of rural society and individual farm households in China

needs to be improved.
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