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Abstract

Since 2020, with the great attention and promotion of the Party Central Committee, my country’s

SCEGIF: SRS, MM, X BT XUE R IR HE PRI BOR LS L D). AR R T, 2024, 13(3):
73-82. DOI: 10.12677/ass.2024.133189


https://www.hanspub.org/journal/ass
https://doi.org/10.12677/ass.2024.133189
https://doi.org/10.12677/ass.2024.133189
https://www.hanspub.org/

ERI F

targeted poverty alleviation work has achieved considerable results. Chongqing is located in the
southwest of China, integrating large cities, rural areas, reservoir areas, mountainous areas, and
areas inhabited by ethnic minorities. It is the most difficult, important and critical place in China's
poverty alleviation work. In 2020, poverty alleviation achievements were achieved, and the po-
verty incidence rate in the city decreased to 0.12%, effectively addressing regional overall pover-
ty. Based on the macroeconomic data of 38 counties in Chongqing City from 2010 to 2020, this pa-
per uses the DID to analyze and evaluate the impact of precision poverty alleviation policy on po-
verty alleviation in Chongqing City. The results show that the economic development of poor
counties is affected by the actual area’s per capita GDP and industrial structure. After eliminating
the influencing factors, the poverty reduction effect of poor counties is 14.5% higher than that of
non-poor counties; Precision poverty alleviation policies have significantly promoted the eco-
nomic development of impoverished counties, and their effects have shown a gradual increase.
The precision poverty alleviation policies have promoted the capital development and industrial
structure optimization of impoverished counties in Chongqing City.
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IEARRBA ST & 30, IR REITEIN . BOMIZTIN AT TE 32 I IN o 223 R ik 78 3 % e g Ao
AW, HEGVESR bR CACE R —fahr i B 2N . AR E X GEH R4 2T N SO IRSTIA
BEERECZRMAZ TN A, AL, BEKF BBOIRE . JEE R4 2 07 i B4R ARk 5 &
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[E| BRATLAA A1 42 2R % 2 2R Ry S P IX — 8. {1978 FRE G FIT I LA Rsh 245, 7
fCATTRAN D SEBUBEET . 2020 452 3R E T BRON TT N IICE 248, BEITBUE D BE N bE TR B, 3K
HIERTE TARNLE S35 SEVE SRS B IE R IS D M B LR 2o AR AR AT 7 B H Lo TRE N ST ' 22 B
A I X SRl e it 22 00 E L 55 7058 A R T 20 N R (it 2 DR Bseii] 52, A DR A X 32 TR BRI DR RS
g2 At R R[] IR T HRIE VR ES, AF KT LM A3y, @tk EmRR, X R 8
EHFATRERS . “RINH + KRM” . RERT XIS R, W2 —oaiRt, XA
LU R EAT . fgeit, BRI 38 M EESRERSTH B ME 7, Hrh 14 MR RRIOTT A TAEE
mIXE. 2015 4 10 A RBUFREH “TA—A#t” , Bl kA . RS RIBHE . AT
AL 2 PR FE R S R 70 TR IR 55 . 2016 4F 5 AT (FTR b DO st (e b R HE R 2245 3
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ARS8 1L AR GE T 70 M7 759 FLEAN [RII $3 08 28 B Skons = PR i 2% B e B R SR I RE R, eV
S ESR ST BUR AT 5 BOAR [R] M A ke PRI ECER IR T 38 AN [X B 2010~2020 4 ARk Ecdls , A4 X 72
AL, IR HE PR IT USRS 750 ST IR B2 B R AR ™ AR R, FF PP RS HE R ST BOR A Rtk

2. HRGRIR

2020 i, WENHRRAX WK EirSaseil, % 30 RN BRI 7w EUS ERBE. 2Rk
KA (2007) i H TC 1R 4858 K R ACAEATAT /KT, FE X 22 IR P 8 1S 2 o 48 0 e P AR AR T2 T [ 2]
HIRANGE (2021) 3 A 45 HH S M A AN SR BE M ST I B BRI R AT AR AR =B LR ARAR H[3]. Muryani
A1 Miguel (2020)7F K I %553 Aii 24 £ (EDE) A R I B0 X 3k 7% Ak 71 30 A /K PRI BT AR KPR 23 TR
A #E[4]. Adeleye (2020)2E TR & fe /N =3 [ E N ARG GMM (1) 2 43 1 771 R I B 3K BRI
JEE, WA PS5 2 3 N 1 8 2 e R 3R [5]

[ SR RS AE — 5 P b L B o ) 22 B Wi A A i 77 - T 0 AT LA 6 (201.9) st 445 B4 4 T ik LA S F R 28 5 1)
PR e A1 & T4 2 R R B 5 v R Ak 2y SR R R T B AR 30 A b [l #h 23 R R a4 [6] . 5% €(2020) 2
TAEFIRE 2R . B e AR O B 2 ) R MRS T R A RO . PRI L B R EIRON 5 TR T
BUORZ B R, BB JE RN B O B Rt 4 (14 DK /N o] DAV i iSO 40 Be AR Ak 1 il [ 7] 4R
£745(2020) 73 #7 Bl K R 3L R B AR T BOR A8 /N T R B A 56 DX 2 (Rl R IN Z2 0, iR i B e a4 % L 42
AR A R A P AR AN R A 45 TR ST M B R AR (8] . VE /RS (2020)K: H EIER ST 4 A IUAN B B
rh AT 23 P 22T AR AE E T3 R, FRETBUORIE AR KA 2 R AE R B 1 [9]. Fagbemi (2020)F]H
AN e ML AL iR [R] U= R ) R 22 A8 TE AL 48 7 BUR S T AN s 52 i 33 N %2 [10] . Cheng #1
Xue (2020)IN & GF KR IT IIEH 5 &G K B A A 06, BRARRYE, FuERITiLmA B S
PRI, diiRTTERE, ikt B T RS R R [11].

g bR, EWNAME A D 3 T ZR 52 m R 231 RO TAESR W, A A 238 BGER
R MR A BF RIS, (BE /238 IIBUK 7 T B0 7 BUR 4 B3T3 R sz . Ee F 5
MRS AEPR T BOR T R T AT psg e, Bk E H 5 & BRG] E BRI BRI AL PR R4 . i L BFE
FERR EAERT ZT A ETHRRTE 5T, BB PPARS AR ST BOCR RS20, S R E R T R T s AN
I HE, KT 7 R 0 L X2 PR3 99 B B o 7 TR LA B A S R . AR SO N R RS HE T
BUORHR, @RI, v POX 70 g I T 00 B 3T TAE SR LR & 00 S 1

3. ERTRERSTBURSEREIK

2014 £F 1 7, b e i STl FREEVERE HEERIT TARHUH],  ELPRTTRSHESR ST AR IR IT. 2015
FEIKNTER, WEINH G COTRUAERTURBAER TR SEtiE L) EREREE B, sl B
Th BERml, W E ., TR, RO CHURT L SRIRSS . SRR TR R U RS HERESE,
SERACH VRIS, RHIRTOIT R TAERE X Sttt AafErE. 2017 FERITR AR (hILE KT
KT AN RBUG R THRABSTBUOR R I SR 624E ™ Ak 3 B T AN BRIt et i, 42
PPN AR M S AR RIS Sk S Rl ol Bk il 3k, BHE AN 2 s i e iR A AR
JUE, I R RAR ALY L ARSI R LT S5 RN R G S A K AR, MR R Y TR e R
TR ASLRS T Wt gh . IR ERZTIp R AT (2020 4F 3 PR 1 M 22 2008 T AR 22 A0 S 037 & Ak 3T 1)
HEEE, RS THERS BRI IUR S T B2 S8 W B0CR TR 32 98 e AP TA 0 H A Bk o 1 XA e R R A
EORE PR STBOR SR 0 Z R bR, A SCIE I 2010~2020 A E ST 38 AN LA, Rl 77 R B 4 o
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3.1 EXRMMXASE =S ERFEHEK
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Figure 1. Per capita GDP of Chongging from 2010 to 2020
1.2010~2020 FEKRHTAHE=RE

3.2. ERWMXA I EEHFAR

B 7 HLX AR BB AN, XL S R AR S AR A HER TR AR RCR IR B2 — o R HER TR
AT DL R0 S0 2 b R R A

ot R I N B R AR ST IR BB =7l b LU IR B4R T e, 35 =7l B R 4F BT, Bk BT
BT R TARSER B 58 =7l BN TR N B (W 1) BLPRSIE DS A FR s, T2 A
CXPTHE” RIERE R . RABERTT RO DD RE AT XA CORAR B TR R . GE R
DOSIUACHH AT AL GERNE SRS TE . BHLEHT BRSSPl iR st Tt 2, k552
PENE IG5 o TV AR b = 0ok 2 DX« A0 2R i g oL X B X AR 5 IE AL T 1) S AUk A Jre e T ik
FEr, LSRR TR . IR 18 AT R, A 15 M FAdL . AR, S =k A L
HAAWEBRA —E M ZEH, REERT “—XWRE” XIS RMFTR. Bl 2015 G E 5, 725K
TAE R TT R 2 AT 20 R B 55 = 0lk 5 BUIEAE IR BT, St a5 ELiB 4 T R, S ARSI B B EE =
b ZE I FEAS R TR St Ja A AR W AR AL s 5 = b o LU AR SE RS HESR I BOR IR 5 82 BT, IF FLAEE
A E KA.
3.3. ERT &R RGFFEEM

ELI Rl & R B rid e 77 10 EER R 7, O TR BLES I BT A BT B T, AR N
SR PEHOR AT RAL . TATE BN RE AU R B3R B A R, i Reds Bt & e et is i fg
JI[12]0 B RO HE R AL BR 2T IR A RBEAMUAE T BUR, IBFE T AR

M 2 SREFERH RN E NS STRD TN E, B EREEK, WSk ERRERR
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Table 1. Changes in industrial structure of Chongging from 2010 to 2020
% 1. 2010~2020 BRI AL 5T 1L

oy |4 FH=rmk
FEhy
ST L (%) AR L (%) ST B (%) AR L (%)
2010 46.82 48.25 43.12 42.14
2011 51.01 50.29 40.39 41.63
2012 50.33 50.49 41.12 4132
2013 51.27 49.43 40.36 4251
2014 52.04 49.53 40.13 43.02
2015 49.82 47.26 4233 45.18
2016 47.49 46.33 41.62 46.00
2017 45.82 44.19 45.39 50.58
2018 4267 40.42 48.49 53.01
2019 41.28 39.06 51.45 54.60
2020 41.64 38.19 50.92 54.84
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Figure 2. Per capita financial institution loans in Chongging from 2010 to 2020
[E 2. 2010~2020 FFE R A &Rl ST s AIE I E

3.4. ERTRF AR ZECUINIE N

RN EAAS NI SR T 2R S, B K ERIONIE, £F 2015 FIF RS HES TR n, 4l
AT NI ] SRS K S Z e g . ZAINE AT SCRE N KR 5 ARSI B g, 7
B ZEIAE AW /N 3)o IE H PR T RS HESR ST OO A Ji BB WSO IR AR o BIAESEBRIIX A 24
PERME S PO EHIANA AT R RN AT SRS A EAE R SRR 5 15 X 3N B B R, e T3
WE SN EWZER, HETINE ST BN EBTRER.
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Figure 3. Per capita disposable income of rural residents in Chongging from 2010 to 2020
[E 3. 2010~2020 FFE K KA1 ER AT ZECUINFAIBCER

4. FBEEXRRBUERAEK TR FIWAISEERA R
4.1. TEEP

AR S B SR X AR B AR A &, SR EAS RSB B U SR BT (R .
P R MR E R b A B (1) e FR B 58 P A S =7 b AR 7 S DA S 2 3 Mk R ek
s (2) IEHCE R BRI N BB R R BE RE /15 (3) L FRBURN SRR BURA R HESR ST A %2
AL s (4) SEHURFT M B3 ECE R S RS HESR B P AR N A BRI Z o (5) SEHUCR AT A8 AT SZRC AR
S NLAAS Ji BRI AE R KT o A5 AR E 5 SCRL AR ) AR SRR e 2 o

Table 2. System resulting data of standard experiment

F2 BELEEBEX

AR L3 P HAREbR

gdp Hh X AR P S E Bt X A2 7 B

second K kg e

third =l ARr B =P e

deposit Rl AE ) R R BRI
income BN JE AR BATNETA SRR
expenditure B> H — IR AT

artisan PR N YNIZE & PN N YN 3

4.2. BRETIRFRIIREEIR BB SRR AR
K HL 72 RN E 9 — PP Al 7V T AR B A R R A 2R P ) R A SR P OB 2 7310 TR VA

PRIV BT R K A TR R« 1 B R AUAZ & poor Jy O Al 1 I 73 i AR AR ST IR B AT
WE, AR year Jy 0 Al 1 I 7 HIACKRBORSCIERT AL 5 - Dy 7 SRS AL TS HESR ST BOR A ,
AR LM S B XA 7 BB A AR B AT P . RIS DAL BEE,  JRATAT ABCE XU 22 7y [m] AR -
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Y, = a, + o, poor, + o, year, + a,poor, * year, + a,Z; + &, (D)
O i BBk, t RoRED, Z RoRishlBEE, YIRINAERK GDP, HASHE X un#k 3 Fim.

Table 3. The meaning of parameters in the double difference model
3 NEESREDBHE N

g 7L B FERHE FEFEE R
A HEER B BRIt i o+ oy o o
R HESR ZT O SC it o+ ay + o + og oo + ay oq + ag
WU 72 45 R o

A BHQFRARINZEHI AR BRI OLY, BORRN 1%8E K7 TR 5 Q)5 (3572 7l &1
I BRI AR RS I EAG R, AT LU AR D G A B A 1% DL T BOR AN AR R 2%, Ui
PRITRS SR IBOR AT — € RAR[13]. 25 (4) SR I T AT 1) A2 48 ) Sk s BSR4 [0 U9 R K 0.145, -+
oy, UEWIEIEHI AR RS, PN B AR AN ARSI B 14.5%. MBI IR
BUSEAHAF, BPKTTTE 2020 SFIRTHER “PIARK=(REE” R, HRTT 18 MERL. 4 DHEIRITT
R TAPE X B A s OB STE, i AR e RN AT SR N 2 [P 247K 1

Table 4. Double difference test results
=4 WEESRWER

oor*year 30.589"" 0.417" 0.138"™ 0.145™"
poorty (2.93) (3.80) (3.26) (3.42)
third 105777 0.908"™" 0.904™"
(29.58) (37.50) (37.18)

second 1.073™ 1.075™
(46.70) (46.71)

deposit 0.008™" 0.009™"
P (2.26) (2.58)
income 0.010™ 0.010™
(4.62) (4.64)

expenditure ~0.025
p (~0.22)
artisan ~0.006"
(~1.96)
X 3 ] 72 2L & & & &
SR [ 5 RN 5 = 5 5
R? 0.67 0.90 0.98 0.98
FEAE 418 418 418 418

e OO T TR R 10%. 5% 1% R ETEAK T QLA tiE.
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B By BB M AR, € B R yearl8, 7F 2018 4FHL 1, HABEAREL 0, NI EMEE
2 XA . MFE 5 WTLAEH, pooryear (I RECNIE R, I H A AERBETBIE RO, BEHAAN
I8 B TR S S AE S A 3

Table 5. Testing the effect of precision poverty alleviation on county economic growth

5. FERAX B A KABERMNQEEER

GDP
Bl
23 p

pooryearl8 0.620 0.091"
pooryear19 0.694 0.059™
pooryear20 0.805 0.028™

N 418

R? 0.6772

4.3. TREMRIS

U 72 43R AT I BR AR R A7 TE P4 A2 A 0] 80 [ ) 75 2305 2 P AT R A Bk, RIDRS HE K 33 I8 5 S e i 3 1A
BHETNEZESEMEIKEER . AT IUEHE RS, AR5 pooryearl2. pooryearl3 Al
pooryearl4 1E NARFEAS & . FEAEFITEUR H G A0 year12. yearl3 Fl year14 5 g #1485 & poor 32 e Ty
NEFENA 6), RPELHFERABCR AN ESERRNEREBAEFRRNER.

Table 6. Robustness test results

6. RREMRNER

GDP
3

EX 4 pfH
pooryear12 —-0.620 0.091
pooryearl3 -0.534 0.145
pooryearl4 —0.496 0.176

N 418

R? 0.6775

4.4. FEHERR A BUR R R A B 53 BOBLBI 534

Rt — 20 3 TRE R R TR S i Bl B A B 1 K DA BT ROR ) B E FERIE RIS, FRATTEE
WA
Z, = fB, + B;poor  year + &, 2

KQ)MARIRIE E3C—80 KKIEFE MRS T X poortyear #E47 IR OLS [IH, GRS HEFRITIL
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DER A 2L . [IHEE R T L 7 25 8.

Table 7. The impact of targeted poverty alleviation on industrial structure
= 7. R BUORRT B s SRS 0SS R

FEb Ry
A
el =l
EX 0.917 1.082
p 18 0.000 0.000
N 418 418
R? 0.1902 0.1207

MIENEEE RRF , RSHERSTBOR S A 528 3201 1 IR B8 7k, 58 =M R BT (8 7) 0 HififE
PRBEON T R E XL AR TTR R, 55 MR R L & R R sl 2 N B 5F K R
PEMVARTTR — AT LU R TT N, SR T DASE s 2 IR B3 “& i Dheg. s om B gk e A AR s A
SERIA BRI . T RER BT 18 M H ORI E R, PR O A TR
HLAEMEpP L H,

Table 8. The impact of precision poverty alleviation on investment and capital accumulation

T8 RERABRMIRE, BARBHNEWER

B, RARER

= BV KR ML B R AT RO
25 2,771 7.722 0.356
p1E 0.042 0.001 0.000

N 418 418 418

R? 0.1902 0.1807 0.1108

4% 8 oRER BT AE I R BB E OV IE, BB R IERSHEPST BRIt 1 B T, TR s R ek
PR St LU T BN E 2+ B SRR B e, SPFIEIRE ) R R, MRS RRE, Rk
XA fi BNETR] SCRCSONAT 225 (3R THE A, HEsl s I RS P A R LS BE, A IR AT I ) B e
KV AT LN GIERSTEAR T SE 5 A T R T AT ML A R RECHIERH B3, R “ A4 18
B S5 RGN, AN B AR L 25 ke, b IX BN A, A SR AEAE R P UK
HORAE > ELEAOAE A o 8 T FE AU el YRR T T B R B 2 IR X e S 2 i A R i 7 i, BT
FHERRTE TARLOR, BEAHFEAER PRI T ABR & . 1 PRETRRI LN AR LA RIR B 2
TR E AT S, IFZX—UIFBETI e, DA R LRI R, BT R b X H PR 3G

5. &

ASCLAEHER AR VI R, B B A B A s SRR MRS HHE SR ST IO AE 3 PR T ) 5
TR, IR T HESh BT IR B 28 T SR A R AL . WEFCAS R, RSB RS B 4R T B I
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LRI, RINEMZTHIEKE ARSI Bl 14.5%, BEE N RIAOHERS, REHERIBOR KT
RS FEAGOR o SR T RE S A I . AR THESR TSR 1 S Bt RE 8 A Rt SR T Pk 5y, B35 gl
B SRR, RO DR 18T 2 MR R IR 1R ERTTR R AR
LB RE I A TR A AR HESR ST BUR 2 T 35 3w, R A it as AR 55 RE s 9 LI e A F die
A I308%, RN R R BA 1R mAR R /) B ZREZ AR AR i R R SO G
FIRTE RSV DL R ST AT R A R S, A RAR IS KT — DA B R B

CLE T AR WY, FEHESRITEORAE SR TS T 35 A &8 2020 47, 33 M0 U AE 55 7 4 [ v
WIS AT ER], SR ARSI I e — I hF AR S HEER T R BR T 46X ST ), )25 2 4E 1 AH
XTI IRAEAE . JURE B ST B R, TR AR IR 5T SAPRIT A% 3%, 8 2 MRS s 4 T4
A RESEIIN 2 G5 R IRNBL R B B br. JET I, AR FECRE: 58—, MR 2 R
WA T, AR A SR — AT BRI DGR . L XA R IR S . R BB U 22 5
R, HHH R, RIZERAAR LR R . URHE G R s s o RN B L, BLRFF
A SR R . =, AN RPITIRLEER, T EORN S n2 fe it 53 A X 28
TR o MIF AR s XNV IS AR, 8L ISR, A BRI AR A 558 1 s [14] . [R5 32
IS HE AL A P B BR, IR S S BR L DU SRR AA GRS, AR AL s R K
FEENB X R =, BUREE B PITILE], A 5T fE ROE A AR, 2R “DLAONA” [
RIS, ACEMT L RsRE, EEEARA R, oy AR O EAOMELN AR TER SR, B
BE— ORI N R R NAES ), PRITBLERE, Db AR AR 2 S B i L
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