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The Impact Evaluation of the Policy of Poverty Alleviation in Concentrated
Poverty-stricken Areas: An Investigation Based on PSM-DID Method

14
. 2007~2015 2079 ,
0 (PSM-DID)

Li Shaoping Li Fan Dong Yongqing

Abstract: The 14 Concentrated Poverty—stricken Areas (CPAs) are the main battlefields for poverty alleviation in
China. The effectiveness of poverty reduction in these areas determines the destiny of the war against poverty. Using
panel data from 2079 counties during 2007-2015, this paper empirically examines the impact of the poverty alleviation
policy in CPAs. Results based on PSM-DID method show that: the poverty reduction policy in CPAs has increased
the growth rate of per capita GDP and per capita deposit, which also survived after a series of robustness tests; with
the increase of the per capita GDP, the effect of the poverty reduction policy on economic development has gradually
declined. This paper implies that policy of poverty alleviation in CPAs not only promotes the economic development,
but also helps to reduce the inequality among different regions.

Key words: concentrated poverty—stricken areas, policy of poverty alleviation, impact evaluation
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