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Abstract: Homestead circulation is an inevitable requirement to change the extensive use of homestead
and improve rural living environment. As the main body of homestead use farmers’ willingness to circulate
homesteadis essential.Facing the social phenomenon of the increasing differentiation of farmers” livelihood cap—
ital it is the basis for formulating the policy of homesteadcirculation to grasp the impact of the differentiation of
the livelihood capital and the willingness of homesteadcirculation.In this paper based on the sustainable liveli—
hood framework the degree of farmers’ livelihood capital differentiation and its influence on the willingness of
homestead circulation were analyzedby using the 587 survey in Jiangxi Province and Ordered probit regression

model.It turned out that: the degree of differentiation of different types of livelihood capital is different which
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can be ranked from high to low in the order of material capital financial capital social capital natural capital
and human capital.In the livelihood indicators proportion of paddy field in contracted farmland household de—
posits compared with that of the former year and quantity of homestead have a positive influence on farmers’
willingness to homestead circulation.In contrast distance between cultivated land ownership of farm machinery
and the loan situation outside the family do the opposite.
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