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Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of “vulnerability-resilience” mechanism of rural livelihood system
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Table 1 Statistics of poverty causing factors of poor population in county A of Hetian prefecture in southern Xinjiang

/ / A /%
163 583 0.72 6
3513 16 449 20. 43 2
1162 4589 5. 70 5
29 144 0. 18 7
7 000 35 904 44. 60 1
2 658 12 108 15. 04 3
3495 10 723 1332 4
18 020 80 500 100. 00
:2018 o

(geographiccapital) , ” (spatialpovertytraps ., SPT).
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Table 2 Disposable income and growth rate of rural residents in Tibet, Tibetan areas in four provinces and

four prefectures in southern Xinjiang
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/ /%
2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018
5956 6 724 7525 8 348 9 264 10 260 15. 4 12. 9 11. 9 10. 9 10. 5 10. 7
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Table 3 Infrastructure and public services in the original concentrated and particularly poor areas
2013 /% 2018 /%
7.5 2.0
99. 3 99. 9
98 1 99. 9
76. 8 97. 9
80. 0 93. 6
92.0 95. 5
- 93. 8
53. 6 80. 4
29. 3 535
59. 6 40. 7
88 4 98.0
83. 6 92. 7
79.°5 90. 1
70. 8 86. 9
53. 5 70. 9
30. 3 76. 9
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Study on the Strategies of Preventing Returning to Poverty in
“Three Regions and Three States” Poverty-free Areas:

From the Perspective of Vulnerability Analysis
ZHAO Xin', SU Wuzheng'?, WANG Xiaowei'
(1. Institute of Agricultural Economy and Science and Technology Information, Xinjiang Academy of
Agricultural Sciences, Urumqi 830091, China; 2. College of Humanities and Development Studies,
China Agricultural University, Beijing 100083, China)

Abstract: During the “14th Five Year Plan” period, consolidating and expanding the results of
poverty eradication and rural revitalization should be effectively connected, and preventing the
return of poverty is the prerequisite and foundation for rural revitalization in areas that have
been lifted out of poverty. Saddled with long term and complicated factors such as natural en-
vironment, economic level, institutional structure and national culture, “three regions and
three states” poverty-free area’s rural livelihood system is very fragile, posing a grave threat
to returning to poverty. Analyzing the manifestation of rural livelihood system vulnerability
and its potential risks in deep poverty free area through the analysis of the mechanism of “vul-
nerability—resistance” and from the dynamic perspective of forwarding looking amid China’s
rural vitalization, responsive measures and suggestions on improving the rural livelihood sys-
tem vulnerability in “three regions and three states” poverty-free area and anti-resistance will
be put forward from the following eight areas: continuing to promote the development of
green industries, expanding the diversification of farmers livelihoods, increasing the balanced
supply of basic public products, improving farmers endogenous development capabilities, im-
proving rural resilience governance, improving the social security system, strengthening the
construction of grassroots organizations, and carrying out risk monitoring and early warning.
Key words: “three regions and three states” poverty-free areas; returning to poverty; rural vi-

talization; vulnerability



