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Abstract Developing rural tourism is one of the most important ways of realizing rural revitalization. The development of rural tourism has
some influence on the capital stock and quality of peasant households. This paper chooses Qingyan Ancient Town as a research site to analyze

(Strategy Research Institute of Rural Revitalization , Guizhou University of Finance and Eco-

the influence of rural tourism on peasant households’ livelihood from the concept of rural tourism and peasant households. The results showed
that developing rural tourism is beneficial to the accumulation and improvement of peasant household living capital. The development of rural
tourism has different influence on the quantity and quality of the financial capital, human capital, social capital , material capital and natural
capital owned by the peasant household,each capital constantly transforms and mixes to promote the development of the peasant household’ s

livelihood together.
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Table 1 Sample basic information of Qingyan Ancient Town
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Table 2 Change of natural capital of peasant from 2016 to 2020
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Table 3 Change of human capital of peasant from 2016 to 2020
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Table 4 Change of financial capital of peasant from 2016 to 2020
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Table S Change of materials capital of peasant from 2016 to 2020
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