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Impact of livelihood capital on the ecological compensation choice tendency of pig-breeding
retired households: Based on the perspective of family structures and scale breeding
LIAO Qihu?, SU Shipeng®, XIE Genrui®, CHEN Qiaoxia? SUN Xiaoxia®

(a. School of Public Administration, b. School of Management, c¢. School of Life Sciences, Fujian Agriculture and
Forestry University, Fuzhou 350000, China)

Abstract: Based on the survey data of 283 unemployed pig farmers of Nanping city, this paper uses the multi-probit
regression model to analyze the impact of livelihood capital on the tendency of ecological compensation of pig-breeding
retired households. The results show that pig-breeding retired households are more inclined to choose employment
compensation, and then compensation for skills, and finally compensation for funds; under different family structures, the
impact of livelihood capital on the tendency of ecological compensation for pig-breeding retired households is
significantly different. For the households whose members are adult labor, compared with the financial compensation, the
more natural capital they have, the more inclined they choose the employment compensation, and the more abundant the
physical capital they hold, the more inclined they choose the employment compensation and skill compensation. For
households whose member are either adult labor or elderly families, the more natural capital they have, the more inclined
they choose employment and skills compensation, and the more materialized capital they own, the more likely it is for
them to select compensate for skills, the richer social capital they have, it will be more likely for them to choose financial
compensation. For households with adult labor, senior citizen and children, the richer the natural capital they have, the

less they choose employment compensation and skills compensation.
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