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Abstract

Transfer payment has effects of avoiding poverty returning for families out of poverty, it could
help to improve the aiming precision of transfer payment, prevent families out of poverty from
returning poverty, and improve the quality of poverty alleviation by studying these effects from
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the angles of chronic poverty and transient poverty. Based on previous conditions of families out
of poverty, this paper discerns different categories of families out of poverty by discerning multi-
dimensional poverty in single period, classifying chronic poverty and transient poverty in mul-
tiple periods, and regresses the different effects of avoiding poverty returning of transfer payment
on families out of poverty that experienced chronic poverty and transient poverty. Conclusions are
as follows: Transfer payment could prevent families out of poverty that experienced chronic poverty
from returning poverty remarkably, but prevent families out of poverty that experienced tran-
sient poverty from overcoming poverty stably. Therefore, transfer payment policies should pay
enough attention to identifying different poverty experience of families out of poverty and diffe-
rentiated implementation of transfer payment policies should be paid enough attention to families
out of poverty that experienced chronic poverty, and explore other strategies for stable poverty
alleviation for families out of poverty that experienced transient poverty.
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AR CFPS (2010~2018 4E)#di, 3&T A-F XUTEPRAESLRN £ 2 37 IR 45 504 2 I FE A AR, O
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Table 1. Dimensionality, target and description of multidimensional poverty

# 1 REZHERRNENEER. BIRLHEE

g ks HbHIR I LA
BN MBSO STV L4 A R X A EAONTh H 40% MR, IR 1, K20
ol el 55 SRefrgy Al )l B SRR S A S A, B 1, 2 0
T RAZHESH b 16 5 RULE RS TR IR AT O 4R, AN L RN 0
EEE A REER S BMI R (ko) Fe S ()07 )T 185 AR, BER L, K20
e B SRR B A RS R, A 1, K2 0
B USSR BN SR G T 3 R, W L RZK 0
A 1A FATHABE R B A A N, BN 1, K20
o HE%H (AR SR MR E, IR 1, K2 0
TR RERE FKEENBHEFHBNT 12 FkR3 M, REN 1, K2ZH0

MWL ShREE. A EE T R s A SRR E N T 5 TN, RN 1, RZA0

i U AR, =40 BT ) ZER IR 2 QR AR AT ST, AENSONZE X A 22 I A 0 2
[H A A A E R T IHE SO RN R RTINS BE AR 5T & RO 80K
[11])fe LAXME R AU NBT SR I “ARXT BN ER” » s BRI {E R AR € %[04, 0.5] XA N, & F
P SZ R, ASCEL CFPS 1R AR S A A A 1A AT RIS b A8 * e LA R AL
0.4 1B Wl S8 -

22. FEIFNERE

FERIEE X B2 2 R TR R A R 5, ASCR BV N 2 4E 20 IR T FZ AR ARTRAR - AEBURF R TR
MIRFEESI TR, I 2T SR ARSI DR DU A B2, IRIASOIZ A Oy % 2 I FE AR A o a3 154
ARSCHE S IR 22 AE ST VRTIN J3E 1 2 b A8 FR A RO LI DL 1 42 2.

Table 2. Weight of targets of multidimensional poverty
2. ZHRENEFRIEFLERRL

il izt 2010 2012 2014 2016 2018
N NSBFEARIRN 0.140 0.089 0.066 0.152 0.117
ol Flb K555 1 0.146 0.144 0.136 0.092 0.105
HAE RNZHEET 0.205 0.327 0.138 0.154 0.214

VRFE RS AN P SR RIE: i (b EEREFAE R KRS AR .
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A PR R 0.031 0.060 0.057 0.105 0.032
T BRI SRR 0.013 0.060 0.048 0.043 0.081
SRV 0.038 0.158 0.150 0.107 0.102
H FH K5 0.134 0.007 0.124 0.075 0.105
PRRLEHY 0.124 0.064 0.091 0.071 0.086
A5 77 20 ]
JEAE BRI 0.032 0.015 0.047 0.086 0.030
LN A 0.138 0.076 0.142 0.116 0.127

2.3. BHANZ YT EIR 5
ARAE LA F A 0 5K 2 AR S RTINS PR AR 3R, S SO S B0 3 Y ARE AR 5 B DR U 0 2 F
MPIj =3 pj - wi 1)

R T MPI RoRKBE | 76 tE I 2 AETTIRNIRELME,  pj FORTE tERL T 5RBE | 4R | M G 1,
BT 0), W FK/RTRIR | 7E t FFIACE . AR A ER 2 4L ST W FR O I FUE M BE, 4 2 43T IR HR Hl
F T 0.2 I, AMARRIZEIR RS Hagih BT, MO SCRAT 0.2 1R A Z 4T IR S . BEAL K SRR 52
JE CERSTIAARES, BUE AT
t {1, MPI! > 0.2
K! =

: )
0, MPI!<0.2

AR R R R, 50(@)H MPL KT 0.2 B, EREE j 16 t A TIHNIRES, HFEE j
IR K EIR 1 ez, AARTEN, FEE | 243 K EIK 0.

24, HEREHSK

LRI TR P R ST IN S B PR B ), A BTSRRI S A LA K DA B[] 4
TR ,meyﬁriﬁéiﬁﬁlEﬁﬂ%iHﬁﬁimﬂn [L2] AR SCHE T 1% — I (W) B2 1 (¥ 5 52 K CFPS TLIYIH
BRI A B F BN 2010~2016 40U, 55 K BeOy 2018 AU 5[ B 1R R A AU
ﬂ%ﬂiﬂﬁﬁmﬁﬁ% T RARHEN: FESEEE 2016 SEAETRFDRZS (K] =0). #i%ZKEEFE 2010~2014
AT RBRES, WK T8 13 W B R E (K B8 111); HaRE =zl
AW TR ERRES, WR AL A2 P8 i P 22 R )l 32 5B (K {E 74124 100, 010, 001. 110, 101,
A1 011) (W% 3).

Table 3. Sample family classification in first stage (2010~2016)
3. SE—1ER(2010~2016 £F)HEARRE S 2

FEA SR BEF ftiig 2010~2014 4 K{{H/751 2016 4F K| {1
LIRS EE SR IR T IIRARA, S DU 2 111 0
P B = H Il — . H ) ‘j‘:‘, 100\ 010\ 001 0
22 3 T PE BT IR A e 2 5K e §%E“*£$§@E%§ﬁ{ﬁ@%“
Uil 110, 101. 011 0

ASCAEER — B Bl € FIREAS SR e 4 it (K ST RDIR AV D958 — B Bt TR 2, O 7 5 S B 7 3¢
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AT B AT K BE R “BHIR 7 20N, 7558 B BO 28— B Br EL 28 i e Y A UK IERE AR A T IR A 7T
4 CFPS2018 “E i & £t , e Ho2 BEE — M BERIHM AT 2 5 AR5 — I BCE IR AR (L% 4).

Table 4. Sample family classification in second stage (2018)

4. BZMER(2018 FF)REARREES K

FEEH Hik 2018 4 K. {f
{3 R 5 e PR IR 0
B RREE L A 1

2.5. BIRALIE R iRA

ARSCHIHAR AL B L AN E N2 55201 3T IN K BE R0 7t 34, 2018 422 5 CFPS A KX RE 2
Hoh 14,241 7, TRz viss R I EEMSCRE RN R E S, WA IO E A B a4y
FARAEII L N K BE S 0N 2458 7, HA e — P B & Dy it 12 M 23 IR 5 1 3 TR PR 38 SR 5 7 40933
N 1413 1 5 1045 o B SCSCUERIE T AE I U RS SCATEE R R IIRE I R, S — i BOB N8 B B,
PR F I 7 B MERE R TTN
3. SHESH
3.1 EEEMTEERE

AR SCARDT PR 2 WA IO SCASE R BELLE B ST R BE IR L (R0 o 35 — i BL 2 I A M 23 TR 5 38 Il 44 2 IR ) it
TR BEA NEE B BORI P FP 45 A AT ANZE I (ROAS T B 2T AR 30) o FF& AR IR FRRE i, RIHAR ST
%M Logit #5258, A A Kis e i i

I_OgltYJ :a+ﬂlAj+ﬁZBj+:uj (J:1!2!3) (3)
KXE)T, Y BEERE 0 A1, Hr 0 REMITKEE j £58 —FrBuRk3. 1 ARERHBREMIT. ZOiEL
B ARRTTNFEE j 125 — W B2 B R W BUE RS SR E, o BRI 1 FoRBENLF 0, 2]
Ap i By RRFEIA K RE | 2 MRS AR I HAR R 3R o A3 Logit FE A Bl AR AR 5 . A% O A RR 738 R g B 4%
il A B J BAR & UL 5.

Table 5. The main variables and meanings

AR ARG AR 4L
B B : AR A28 T2 5 T B2 PRAR 2 A4
B R i : ok 5 A L 5 — Wy B T B R S (AR
JNEI KL T
e POERMERIBME =1, b =0)
SRR
SR P RS
Pl A it B -
PSR PSRRI
o LB PN SRS 20 2 R (R B8
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ST RS H ST IME A AE . FTA KRR A TR S R I ME
HERIZH BE R BT S R IR S S35 e
T ML AR RS > FH T ) S 7 Ml ORI (1) 52 A 351
A 2 SR

IS H SR FH T8 RN A8 d B S AR A
M FIEF T N PRl B ARE S AR I {E
AR SRS K F RN RS2 AR 3

MIVE SRR, AN TIBEA . N T ER AU 22 0 SR g 78 IR AR 50mi, TEN S RIS BE 22 8 IR
DU 2008 SR g PR Bl A5 B8 PR 7 AR RS, [ 13136 24 W N\ i L P 6 M B POV 8~ e v A 2 o
PSR BA R [1ANEMEE B IRSS BT PAEMRSS . 208 IR B0 i B 1 100t 2500 5 I 1 33 TR 5K R A
TRPEDT N B A W R o [15]4R G IV BT FUBCR, A SCRR A H i) A2 B A SR AR A B K
FEWN KA AN e SO R B . IR R E R R B Gt P aiid Wk 6.

Table 6. Statistical description of variables
= 6. TEGiHE#Rk

2 P ST R A K 20 1387 I B TR 1 2T R o
E'S s WME KM A hedEE RAME BORE WE REE i
Vo WU S AT 0.00 18.00 0.49 1.23 0.00 27.10 0.44 1.58 T 75
PNEFT: S 1.00 12.00 3.65 1.83 1.00 13.00 3.65 1.60 A
FEMER 0.00 1.00 0.57 0.50 0.00 1.00 0.54 0.50
JI AR 16.00 96.00  45.71 17.95 16.00 98.00 4551 17.82 %
P EZBEFR 0.00 19.00 8.09 5.36 0.00 22.00 10.42 4.97 T
ZE TR 0.00 163.05  5.97 11.94 0.00 375.00  3.69 16.36 T
LR EX PN 0.00 100.50  1.28 7.00 0.00 13500  2.67 8.27 Tt
BEIT DR S Y 0.00 12589  4.44 7.52 0.00 86.13 4.87 7.38 Tt
HERILH 0.00 13350  4.54 6.54 0.00 13125 564 8.40 Tt
P AR BS S H 0.00 100.38 1.17 4,08 0.00 81.15 2.10 4.29 Tt
BB RS H 0.08 25.20 4.30 3.41 0.33 56.10 6.26 5.70 S
R H 0.00 107.23 5.93 8.96 0.00 130.85 9.60 11.84 S
SR AR S 0.00 89.05 3.78 5.26 0.00 11258 5.9 7.19 Tt

3.2. EV3SHT

5 R B R FEAE S — I BORT = 4L TS50 SR 12T, P 2T AR R SOR S Z2 0 BUR,
ASON R BEREA S B 2 #EAT [

X2 VEST R P K B AL R LA 7, Hoh R 1 SR 1 A% iR A2 o A A2 B (K2,
ARIMNATfT AL 8, T WU B B SR T2 2R R iR 70 B BHR ™ 28, 235 17K 104 0.5%
PR 2 FERRA 1 A PN AL AR &, AR 3 a2 JbAik EAN AR &, # 4
FERE R 3 At BN S BE S SRAR B o SB UOINN% H A2 5 5 O [ A 45 SRATS IR S AR Y 1 (9 B VA 2538
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HAAKE, LR 4 9], MRAGICIRILERLAT AN, 4P 8 k21 R i 15 58 5 e e 5038 f0 o BOE 7 SAS 4
R8N 1000 Jo, HARREBETT, RIASZ B 22 M R RE AR 25 190 16%.

Table 7. Regression I: Regression results of multiple Logit models of families experienced chronic poverty
F7 B ZHEMRAEBBREZREZSIN Logit REUEYILER

Ap A 1 AR 2 A 3 iR 4 R 4 JLZ L
0.139** 0.148** 0.146%* 0.146**
W B A 1.16
(2.34) (2.46) (2.44) (2.36)
0.051 0.046 0.040
K BEN A 1.04
(1.47) (1.32) (1.08)
-0.253* —0.257** -0.220*
F MR 0.80
(-1.96) (-1.98) (-1.68)
) 0.002 0.002 0.002
PR 1.00
(0.61) (0.59) (0.64)
B 0.071%** 0.071%** 0.064***
P ESZHE ER 1.07
(5.87) (5.84) (5.12)
0.005 0.005
ZE MR 1.00
(0.92) (0.88)
0.009 0.002
W = N 1.00
(0.94) (0.23)
-0.009
KREEIT RS H 0.99
(~1.00)
0.012
FREHE RIS 1.01
(0.42)
0.054*
[BRA s 1.06
(1.72)
0.025
AW S 1.03
(1.12)
-0.006
RS H 0.99
(-0.79)
0.042
AR RS 1.04
(1.23)
—0.149** —0.874%** —0.892%** —1.124%%x
AR PRI 0.33
(-2.20) (-3.58) (-3.65) (-4.36)
FEASL 1,045 1,045 1,045 1,045 -
R? 0.0044 0.0323 0.0335 0.0517 -

VE: *, %k R RIEORIE 10%. 5%. 1%M4EHKE T RE.
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WP EREMAEERE , RBEFEREAS i) 2 & AR M2 18 MR 2T N A 2T R e
RITIN, I B SRS BERE AR, R T8 I R BT PN FORARE /N T 7 3208 BRI R 134
NERUE, IF B A BRI AEERE T R L, RERRES MRS I L e vk 3
SPHRBERA M BRMR LI L. WL, DAREE S BB E FERNRIFE R AR E KT REY
Wi X BER SRS P, MUK T PR DRI, PR DAHIR ™, SR TH 3T 3 (AR A 3 o LS BLAR Tt 22
7 H AR

Xt 48 73 T I PR B TR (R L 2T S R 1A Bl VA 5 R LS 8 ] DLV IS s S A T 385 ) 28 17 1 S IR )
e 3T X e SC AR B3, KT 0.5%. ARIEAEAL 4 W1, Lo it B PR TT I R 5T S RE R 32 EI Y
WA B RS SCAY A AR I 1000 J6, LSRR i 55 (AR 22) ML AEFEAR 7%, B 32 PN 5 Se LA [
B % P HIVE R 45 R 5 AN SE[16], AREAE[17] [18]HIBT 45 ie T — E MLz AL

RS R AR e AT DUR = A5 He— SO B B R RRESI “PHIR ™ STl SRR BH
R HLAE R e . 22 P I PESTIR (e 5T S A B B I B R RET, FL “BHER ™ ACR
PAFHRIEIL, FEEIRZ 00D SER S AR . 80704 P8 i 1 5L Bl 52 X R A R B
BT BRSBTS ST B P10 UL R AT B SBEREAS 15 Lk 64%, TR H: i -H sl R A 12 52 1L
DB SCAT RIS LR, ARRREE SEI AR M 2T . F—, T BUR RS SOAS 1) 78 75 Y B A 4 Tl HLK PR
. FE20 BrBOR AWML TN PE RN ST KA T, 47 40%HI K EAR AT B ST ISR,
A 40%I1 FEIRAF IV BURE R SIS K PAE TG AR o o=, WBCHAS SOIT R LR 33 I 5 R A1 24
FEESE e A ERERE 1. AN IHIIARTE RS, AR R IRE RO BEIA . ARRSE Hatk SN S 2R
B2 PRI BER 3T 5 F AR FE A [16]

Table 8. Regression Il: Regression results of multiple Logit models of families experienced temporary poverty
Fo @A N: FHERMERERNRZRES M Logit REUEYIFLER

AF i A 1 A 2 A 3 R 4 R 4 JIR L

—0.093** —0.094** —0.086** -0.070*

T B A A 0.93
(-2.57) (—2.55) (—2.35) (-1.82)
0.022 0.025 -0.000

FREN A 1.00
(0.58) (0.65) (-0.01)
-0.210* -0.208* -0.187

JEEH 0.83
(-1.72) (-1.68) (-1.47)
0.003 0.003 0.003

RS 1.00
(0.92) (0.90) (0.82)
o 0.061%** 0.060%*** 0.059%**

P EZHEFER 1.06
(5.09) (5.02) (4.74)
—0.006* —0.009**

zZg RN 0.99
(~1.65) (-2.23)
-0.001 -0.006

W PEPEYRN 0.99
(-0.21) (-0.81)
-0.013

FEEGIT e ST H 0.99
(-1.59)
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N N 0.045**
FREFE R H 1.05
(2.22)
0.046*
[ERIZIN s a] 1.05
(1.94)
o 0.037**
AL 1.03
(2.32)
_0.027***
R H 0.97
(-5.02)
X -0.016
AR SRS 0.98
(-0.77)
1.051*** 0.331 0.354 0.360
PRI 1.43
(16.74) (1.26) (1.34) (1.30)
FEAEL 1,413 1,413 1,413 1,413
R? 0.0042 0.0212 0.0231 0.0584

VE: *, Rx | RS RIRORIE 10%. 5%, 1% MG KE T BE.

FTEZBEFERE FEHH RS W S BEx BE N TR W ERFEE, IZRKEIR T A&
BEMEAER]; BTN — R EAREZR S BEIR TT, 1A Kt 5% 5 e Bt 22 Ja £ F 3 Y F) T 3
PURKLRE T S E AR, HA SR BATROR ST e s, M s s fERE I sRA S &
M BELEROLI A ENE, AR ER MR T, (R E AR MA B R AR EIR T
BRI SR U] )4 S et K B A 2 BRUR A 5 B, (B TR 3T, Ze0f i LSS O R Rk it %
WAL SO AR R BE I — KIFSCOUH, IF B VE SO “ %" IF e tE S h, BRIt & —
FEPE EARBEZRFFEIRTE o RN, T b O S A 30 38 TR 5 T (K S AT 8 28 AR X B IR 5T

PRIk, BT ST B TE S RE, AE “RB BARHAR 7 iAo, 30 2448 T H SR AR AE
a I CLR A EL, SRERERAN, MAFIELTTREMICANE, MARERZLLE, JUARKRE
TRIIEOL TS SWILE . o, ERATHRSAI B IE NS, NS R UG 2 2 SLR £k
P
33 REMHRE

B DR BEAT R AR EAGLI6 o A SR T AP R R VAR IR TV S TR A R AT R,
CLSE — B B 2 1587 I P 2 R O 8 20 SR RE (114738 MPI fRLAAm i, ISR — B B 438 MPI R/ T S f
FEAAES) MPI (L IOREAR SR BEEAT B AR SG, G SR Rald. 2 38—, (A SR RAR AR YE VR IR A R 56 ] A 45 5
ffafddt, ASCHERUT EHEREENRIARR, BAGR AR RE 8 REO G — (WK 9), 4R
f.

4. HREEN

ASCEETRVEST N SR PES N, 456 ZYETTRBIE, RN IR, MR8 [ b 2 4R 5T N 5 4k
LARTESTHIRAT FE R A3 22 ETT RN GE B KA R I B A FIZT IR 2 I ST R BEREA 2, FI
PPRF RS, O U A S 0 R A M I 5 SR R
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Table 9. Clustering robust standard error regression test (for Model 4)
2 9. BAREBAEREIELE (5T1RE 9)

3 Logit A4 RRFadbraE iR =S

A ik RE b 72 p fE it RE bR p

A RS S AT 0.1456** 0.0618 0.018 0.1456%* 0.0598 0.015

Pl AR Fs il il il il Pl F il
i N 1045 1045
I LR/Wald 74.79 74.79
P 0.00 0.00
R2 0.0517 0.0517

T RS S AT —0.0699* 0.0384 0.069 —0.0699* 0.0363 0.054

Pl AR Fshil Pl ] il Pl F il
I N 1413 1413
I LR/Wald 95.91 71.50
P 0.00 0.00
R2 0.0584 0.0584

CFPS Giit Mudledb AT SCuE A FE N LIRSS, 704 M A RRA MR R E N 2 IR . SRR 2,
A WU B S A RE S 2 A 2 D1 BT N ST X R PE N . 58—, B S fh & — @R Bl 2
Prgr it PEZT IR BB 22 X B SE AR I 22, 2R JERE AT BHAR ™ DTNt W IBURAS SEAT “ BHLR ™ 2808 9 5
R WU RS SR o YO A 4l ELKT BRI 2 AT REIE B A5 R JR R . Bedh, T & AT i
WA ESC Y, IRIEZIA RTINS ASIAT B BRI 7 2% AR B R 808 N BRI 138 = T BUE A %
RRBEMEFIEAL T B, IRREOR: B=, L EREE TR IR FKEN I AR mK
SPr R e T S R AR IR T AR, SRR [ B 3 S5 DY, SR mT S S M R B R A BUR
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