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Abstract Since reform and opening up, our poverty reduction strategies has achieved great success, with the declining
poverty ratio of peasant households. But it is difficult to reduce the remaining poverty. This thesis is based on the ten-
year data of survey in peasant households from Zhejiang, Hubei and Yunnan Province. This paper uses statistical method
and adopt econometric model to analysis the characters and the main influential factors of rural poverty. It is indicated by
the results that, although the poverty of peasant households is temporary, the proportion of population in persistent poverty
will increased dramatically with the increasing standard of poverty. Besides, there are regional disparities in the width and
depth of poverty. The human capital and social capital of peasant households are the key factors of reducing the persistent
poverty. Apart from this, eliminating social exclusion will benefit to their accumulation of social resources, thus decreasing
poverty. Moreover, spreading income risks is of great significance. In addition, regional resources endowment, especially
the conditions of market economy make a difference. And when a peasant household is in poverty in the long term, it means
it is more difficult to move out of it, which is supposed to be the emphasis of poverty reducing policy.
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Table 1 Descriptive statistics of variables
3.6 1.2 4.1 15 4.4 15 4.1 1.4
3.1 1.0 3.0 11 2.9 11 3.0 11
0.3 0.2 0.3 0.2 0.3 0.2 0.3 0.2
0.4 0.3 0.4 0.3 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.3
0.4 0.3 0.4 0.3 0.2 0.3 0.3 0.3
0.1 0.2 0.1 0.2 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.2
0.1 0.3 0.1 0.3 0.1 0.3 0.1 0.3
0.1 0.3 0.1 0.3 0.0 0.2 0.1 0.2
666.7m?/ 0.6 0.6 1.3 1.4 1.6 1.7 13 14
1000 5.1 16.3 0.6 1.8 2.1 18.9 2.0 12.9
0.0 0.2 0.1 0.3 0.0 0.2 0.1 0.3
HHI 0.5 0.2 0.5 0.2 0.4 0.2 0.5 0.2
300 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.2
0.01 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
-0.9 1.1 -1.0 1.0 =21 14 -1.3 1.3
0.1 0.3 0.2 0.4 0.2 0.4 0.2 0.4
0.5 0.5 0.3 0.4 0.2 0.4 0.3 0.4
0.2 0.4 0.3 0.5 0.6 0.5 0.4 0.5
100 / 50.6 27.9 17.3 5.0 19.5 18.1 246 20.9
HHI  Herfindahl-Hirschman-Index
HHI
300
1 0
1.3
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Table 2 The relative poverty line and the poverty line of 1$ 15.3%
per capita per day of the three provinces
1
1995 2387 1007 679 1217
1996 2379 910 684 1188-1168 2.2
1997 2378 875 740 1161-1122
1998 2568 901 684 1147-1088
1999 2463 874 643 1133-1 052
2000 2683 905 640 1132-1068
2001 2527 951 730 1131-1058
2002 2921 957 750 1111-1041 5
2003 3298 1062 743 1100-1 035 5 (18]
2004 3483 1262 837 1081-1016
1995
3 1995-2004 %
Table 3 The rural poverty ratio of the three provinces from 1995 to 2004 (%)
1995 11.78 7.13 10.41 9.17 2.57 14.49 43.67 19.20
1996 16.09 7.72 13.21 11.29 451 18.12 39.23 20.30
1997 18.16 6.95 12.83 11.35 4.27 17.71 33.20 18.42
1998 15.17 9.70 12.83 11.91 1.92 17.39 37.68 18.86
1999 11.56 9.38 16.46 11.81 321 17.41 40.45 19.95
2000 16.74 5.03 14.84 10.58 2.57 14.88 40.65 18.63
2001 10.90 7.92 19.11 11.66 1.66 15.40 32.72 16.91
2002 12.82 8.59 17.31 11.97 1.92 14.17 32.79 16.01
2003 13.25 7.47 18.53 11.85 171 8.36 34.42 13.58
2004 12.20 7.02 17.92 11.16 0.27 434 27.49 9.96
13.90 7.70 15.30 11.30 2.50 14.20 36.20 17.20
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Table 4 The persistent period of poverty of peasant
households
1 1.68 1.33
248 1.52 1.77
’ 2.61 3.79
4 1.86 2.48
3.79 3 16.8%
1-4
34.8%
38.9%
5 5 56.8%
5 %
Table 5 The percentage of peasant households in different level of persistent poverty (%0)
1-4 1-4
269 42.80 46.50 10.80 85.10 14.90 0.00
671 65.30 31.90 2.80 51.00 39.30 9.70
422 60.20 26.80 13.00 31.50 29.60 38.90
1362 59.30 33.20 7.60 51.70 31.50 16.80
2.3
R
[20]
6 Gustafsson
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Table 6 The determinants of the persistent poverty of rural households

0.06** 0.027 0.12%** 0.027

0.09** 0.036 0.03 0.037

0.43** 0.181 0.22 0.174

-0.69%** 0.131 —0.84%** 0.134

—0.54%** 0.146 —1.13%%* 0.147

—1.04%** 0.255 —1.48%** 0.263

-0.27 0.165 -0.55%** 0.167

-0.25 0.157 -0.25 0.158

0.12%** 0.035 -0.002 0.034

-0.01 0.012 0.01 0.012

0.24 0.209 0.10 0.212

(HHI) 0.32 0.237 0.48** 0.238

0.36%** 0.421 0.92%* 0.402

7.42%%% 2.305 5.02%* 2.312

-0.35%** 0.067 -0.36%** 0.063

—0.76%** 0.187 -0.44% 0.175

0.22* 0.120 0.40%** 0.108

—0.57*** 0.137 -0.02 0.137

0.02%** 0.003 -0.03%** 0.005

™ 1.81 0.268 0.27 0.270

™ 3.36 0.279 1.64 0.273

Pseudo R? 0.17 0.26
AIC 2001.2 2069.2
Fhk ek x 1% 5% 10%
1
1
0.0% 9.7% 38.9%
108% 2.8% 13.0%



(1]

(2]

3]

(4]

5]

(6]

[

(8]

16 37
pervasive in rural China[J]. The Journal of World Economy, 2012(1):
144-160.
[9] . [J]. , 2006(6):
18-23.

[31. , 2015, 36(5): 736-740.
Gong Q W, Mu X L, Gu S Z. Creating inter-regional poverty
reduction industrial zone: A new way to alleviate poverty[J].
Research of Agricultural Modernization, 2015, 36(5): 736-740.
, (1.
, 2008(9): 13-25.
Chen G J. An analysis of the attitude, characteristics of rural poverty
in China and the determinants[J]. China Rural Economy, 2008(9):
13-25.
[l
, 2013, 34(4): 394-397.
Wang X B. Discussion on situation and mechanism of China’s rural
poverty alleviation and development[J]. Research of Agricultural
Modernization, 2013, 34(4): 394-397.
. [9].
, 2015(3): 170-179.
Xie E. Upstream intergenerational private transfers and vulnerability
to poverty[J]. Economic Management Journal, 2015(3): 170-179.
World Bank. China: Promoting growth with equity[R]. World Bank
Country Study, Report No. 24169-CHA, 2003.
[3]. , 2011(2): 43-51.
Yu M. Income mobility of household in poverty areas: A case of
poverty counties in Gansu Province[J]. China Rural Survey, 2011(2):
43-51.
. [31. -
, 2013, 23(6): 45-50.
Zhang L D. Empirical study on the intergenerational transmission
of poverty in rural China[J]. China Population, Resources and
Environment, 2013, 23(6): 45-50.
[3]. , 2012(1): 144-160.
Zhang Y, Wan G H, Shi Q H. Whether transient poverty is more

He X Q. Microcosmic policy for eliminating the long-term poverty[J].

Inquiry into Economic Issues, 2006(6): 18-23.
[10] , , .

[3]. , 2006(12):62-68.

Wang P P, Fang H L, Li X P. Comparison between Chinese and

international standard of poverty[J]. Chinese Rural Economy,

2006(12): 62-68.
(11] : (1.

, 2011(1): 56-62.
Gu X. International inquiries on poverty measurements and the
formulation of poverty lines in China[J]. Tianjin Social Sciences,
2011(1): 56-62.
[12] Park A, Wang S. China’s poverty statistics[J]. China Economic
Review, 2001, 12(4): 384-398.

, Alkire S. : [9].
,2009(12): 4-23.

Wang X L, Alkire S. Multidimensional poverty in China: Estimation
and policy implications[J]. Chinese Rural Economy, 2009(12):
4-23..
[14] Sen A. The living standard[J]. Oxford Economic Papers, 1984: 74-90.
[15] Sen A. A sociological approach to the measurement of poverty: A

(13]

reply to Professor Peter Townsend[J]. Oxford Economic Papers,
1985, 37(4): 669-676.

[16] Townsend P. A sociological approach to the measurement of
poverty—A rejoinder to Professor Amartya Sen[J]. Oxford Economic
Papers, 1985, 37(4): 659-668.

[17] Biewen M, Jenkins S P. A framework for the decomposition of
poverty differences with an application to poverty differences
between countries[J]. Empirical Economics, 2005, 30(2): 331-358.

[18] , . [31.

, 2009(5): 39-49.
Chen Q G, Li Z B. A Survey on the chronic poverty of ethnic minority
rural Households[J]. China Rural Survey, 2009(5): 39-49.

[19] Gustafsson B, Sai D. Temporary and persistent poverty among ethnic
minorities and the majority in rural China[J]. Review of Income and
Wealth, 2009, 55(s1): 588-606.

[20] KungJ K. Off-farm labor markets and the emergence of land rental
markets in rural China[J]. Journal of Comparative Economics, 2002,
30(2): 395-414.



