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Effect of Pastoralist’ s Perception Innovation on Livelihood
Improvement in the Source Region of Yellow River China

FANG Yiping

( Institute of Mountain Hazards & Environment Chinese Academy of Sciences Chengdu 610041 China)

Abstract: The relation between pastoralist’ s perception and development is a hotspot discussed in the academic so-
ciety. However the impact study of pastoralist’ s perceptions on the livelihood is scarcely at present. This paper u-
ses net income per capita GDP per capita meat production per capita and milk production per capita as the key
indicators for description of pastoralists’ livelihood level; and grazing capacity ( reflecting wealth perception)
slaughter rate of livestock sold rate of livestock ( reflecting commodity perception) and composition of female ani—
mals in season and death rate of livestock at mating age ( reflecting technological perception) as the proxy indicators
for description the perceptions of pastoralists. Author builds a relevance model between pastoralist” s livelihood and
perceptions. The results indicate: 1. A relatively significant nonlinear relation exists between pastoralist” s liveli—
hood and perception; 2. Considering from indicator level slaughter and sold rates of livestock generate the positive
effect on pastoralist’ s net income per capita and meat production per capita; and composition of female animals in
season triggers also the positive effect on GDP per capita; on the contrary the grazing capacity has the significant
adverse effect on pastoralist’ s net income per capita; 3. Pastoralist’ s perceptions directly restrict pastoralist” s live—
lihood level. Based on the findings recommendations for possible interventions such as strengthening the skill
training transforming the traditional wealth perception of pastoralists ( worship the more livestock possession the
wealthier) innovating the old commodity perception ( resisting slaughter rate of livestock and commercialization)

and establishing advanced management perception ( structural adjustment and disaster resisting ability) are made.

Key words: pastoralist; perception innovation; livelihood improvement; the source region of the Yellow River



