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The Influence of Social Capital on Pig-breeding

Retired Households’ Income and Livelihood Strategy Choices
Zhang Manyu
(School of Public Management, Fujian Agriculture and Forestry University, Fuzhou 350002, China)

Abstract: Based on the theoretical analysis of the impact of social capital on the income and liveli-
hood strategy choices of pig-breeding retired households, This paper attempts to study the influence of
social capital of pig-breeding retired households on their livelihood strategies from three dimensions of
social capital and total social capital, by using the survey data of 46 villages in Fujian province. The
results show that the social capital of the pig-breeding retired households has significantly positive in-
fluence on their income, and the reciprocal norms and relationship networks in different dimensions al-
so have significantly positive influence on their income. The pig-breeding retired households’ social
capital has significantly negative effect on their livelihoods strategy choice, the higher the stock of pig-
breeding retired households’ social capital, the more inclined they are to choose off-farm livelihoods
strategy. The three dimensions of social capital have significantly negative effect on livelihood strategy
choice of pig-breeding retired households. Aged pig-breeding retired households have lower income
than young pig-breeding retired households, and the older the pig-breeding retired households, the
more they tend to choose non-farm livelihood strategies.
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