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will help summarize the experience and shortcomings in the targeted poverty alleviation process,
and provide a reference for linking rural revitalization. Referring to the poverty alleviation policy
documents of the State Council and provincial governments, we construct an index system for as-
sessing the performance of government departments in poverty alleviation, and apply the Delphi
method to determine the weights of the indexes; based on the overall objective of “two without
worries and three guarantees”, and combined with existing studies, we construct an index system
for evaluating the satisfaction of households who have escaped from poverty, and apply the hie-
rarchical analysis method and the Delphi method to determine the weights of the indexes. Com-
bining the actual situation of County X, calculating the scores of each indicator through the ratio
method and fuzzy comprehensive evaluation, and integrating the results of the internal and ex-
ternal evaluation systems, the final evaluation score of the targeted poverty alleviation index in
County X is 79 points, and the precision poverty alleviation index rating is “medium”.
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Table 1. Basis for evaluation indicators
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Table 2. The importance of targeted poverty alleviation and the evaluation index of satisfaction
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Table 3. Scale of relative importance of elements
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Table 4. Evaluation results of targeted poverty alleviation indicators
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Table 5. Basic situation of poverty alleviation households
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Table 6. Weight of indicators for the satisfaction of poverty alleviation households
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Table 7. Indicator assignment
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