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Study on Farmers’ Satisfaction with Land Consolidation
Performance from the Perspective of Livelihood Capital:
A Case Study of Ranyi Town, Sichuan Province
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Abstract In order to evaluate the satisfaction of land consolidation performance, Ranyi Town in Qionglai City,
Sichuan Province was selected as the study area, and the data were obtained through questionnaires and
interviews. According to the occupation, the farmers were divided into four types: pure agriculture, agriculture-
based, non-agricultural-based and non-agricultural. The livelihood capital estimation table was constructed from
five aspects: human capital, natural capital, physical capital, financial capital and social capital to evaluate the
current status of the livelihood capital of farmers with different livelihood types in the land consolidation area.
Based on the calculation results, the impact of land consolidation on farmer satisfaction was investigated, and
the Probit model was used to analyze the influencing factors of satisfaction. The results show that the farmer’s
livelihood capital is slightly out of balance, the social capital and material capital value are higher, and the
financial capital and human capital value are lower. Farmers generally have higher satisfaction with land
consolidation projects. Factors such as natural capital, physical capital, social capital, and income sources have
a positive impact on satisfaction; education, financial capital, and livelihood activities have a negative impact on
non-agricultural farmers’ satisfaction.
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