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Abstract

At present, the elimination of absolute poverty requires poverty alleviation work to bring into sharp
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focus on relative poverty, and the measurement of poverty needs to shift from one-dimensional to
multi-dimensional. This paper illustrates and discusses the poverty alleviation and effects of the
New Rural Pension Insurance (NRPI) from the angle of relative poverty. Based on the framework
of the index system of Multidimensional Poverty, this paper took advantage of CHARLS cross-section
data 2018, and calculates the poverty condition which in the insured treatment group and the un-
insured control group respectively. Meanwhile, this paper combined with the propensity score
matching method (PSM) to modify and optimize the sample data, and analyzed the net effect of the
NRPI policy on individuals at different poverty levels. The result shows that the NRPI policy can
improve the benefit of peasant, and exercise a positive impact on poverty alleviation. On top of
that, the NRPI plays a more significant role in relatively poverty groups which is compared with
the relatively non-poor groups. From the perspective of multi-dimensional analysis, the NRPI pol-
icy has the best influence on the health dimension of poverty reduction, but plays a lower effect on
the living standards, the education level, the housing level and other dimensions.
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1. 5l

T T S A A FRE XL, R ) R T P R SR AN ST IRA B, LA SR BRAESRE o 1 T P IR AT
e BORE ORI E A SRS BAESS . h EAKUAE B B BGA SIS KRR &, Rk
Mg A g T RESS AR ANA B, WG 7ol NEH KRR . 80 AT ], DLE A NIRTT
AR, BITAEER, I TAFCIRAR] 15 T M IXIR[1]. 2013 SE2 )5, o EFHRITFL AR HEDK
TSRS NHEAN TR, AT 7B T . RIE I RE B I R A, R, R
PREIBIAT, L& RIHRITIRE RS 94.4% [2], fAAE 2020 FE0X —SRHER AT, THER TN BTN, B
3 7SRRI ERBER

28005 TE PR AR R TSR BT DRI B 5 M) S = T e 1) e SR T B B 0 1 ) B g B A 2T
[3], (EREHESRZE B0 UK TH BELAGA AE N ST VR BEERE . RS Rl KRB =T, BRIBA I ZE
PER IR 2 ZonZe Bra AR R H 2t 2, A TSN IR BB PR TR A DL 32 3 28 TR I K R (19
2L, DADCIR HE Y R AE RO R M IN = 7). AEXGWESR BT 7T, PR XEAE T ST R AROAR o 1R ) ARG o
ko BAHIEET, BFRWRBAANS AN IIRHEL, N ESTR A EREEOR, 32 BURFEAE A
PR A i ARSI A WS NAG B SE T 22 IR R R XE S BT IR P R R ST R Rk,
iR PRI — fil LTI AL R SR R VPR, VPG IR ST A2 At B 1 L ) e B R R [4] o I e 1) AR B A
R FE LRI AT, KB IE I .

PRI, WF T e R A S B R R R SRR A &, RE MU SE BT RS 2T H AR A A B
B BN IR E RIS (CL R RIFR BRI )R IR E R RINEZA Ry, BN
N2 FETEAR AL S TR, SEIUR 2 FE RIS 2554k, i/ 2 22 BE A RURBER AT . BTk
TR R N IRES 1 0 2 I BRI 22 PRG FR RfE,  HBOR BN AR BN — B AL ki
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Rl PR A RO AT 7 £ B AR P AR AR B A3 . WA FREREAE T I ARt . SR 1r 0k
SESA W TO R DU DRI & ROV SRR T A 1 R 3E s, OR SRS B B0 — A, R L
215 5.9%, $RE TR ARREEATUN. FAFEHNNHRRIFE G RFRTT T ARAZENHIK
AR S T EMARFI[S], £ bt 7R EEH PR b T2 NG st ey, R
FETTIN, BAR R A R PR AR [6]. 58, R EAEAH [TINFRERHASM BT, KIH AR REL
TR TS IRE NS T LABRSCRERKA, W0 T 2T, g et &9 28
H R E 2P (6]t TR R SEREIR R, £ R ERER IR ST R,
M T ARAS A NP SN 2 7K

SR BUR R Z BEAMEARII SR, A ARGE SR AP TR AN O [4]. KZEERY, £
YEETT N RAR I N R DRI — R a2 — o TN E, DO — RN AR HEAE RS HESRTE
R E A LI R AR 7 R o FRE ) AT RES AT AR R 2 N RON . W 2%, R, HA . O
A MNERL SRR DL, A 2 OREE AR R AE T — B Bt B S I 0 RS HETRTE,  WON [ Brak 32 1 5
b Az 1 S S N ST E SRS 2 TSR S G R

ERE BN, KIS R Z 2B AT TR R IARAT T, (B0 S m i il A7 44k 7 2%,
2 YESE 2 SRR HEA T SRR BEA R A 2R TR — BB 0L, ASCRIA] CHARLS 2018 “E#krm £
MEA YRS T AR RBOR RS HEER BN, A B T A AU LE T AL PR IBUR K 3Rt LA 77 1 VT e
FEHESRIT AR, $RMIRITRR

2. MRFZESERIER
2.1 RF*

ASCHEIE R EA FIHB ST SR, M2 AR NI R AR R, ZYEREZ R RISTIN, LU
TR RBERIIR I MO . FESEPRAERE, BT RN ZFENNSRIT R B TEFEMEER, 23T
YN TS AR AN TR BB, AT AU R R REAAAE A FE IR 7 SRR R A
T 32 805 K T HRARXT AT IR M Hid, BN T A i 22 . BRIz 4k, ZUER NIRRT
ARG TR B I AP AR SR UL O BE R R A AR AL T2 — AR ST, Teik e i
AT 53— RS HITT WK, 15 R S5 ml R L T-RLkE -

PRI, ARG T HT A ORIBUGR R T ROR I S B R AR DB R Y A R i R — ROk, 19 A2 T DL 22 i
> AP I, (E R AN ST 0 A B AFAE AN AT LA S B, 7 AT R HH L m] Al o AR — BRI A i
ERAUE " I . #3515 7 DTAC % (Propensity Score Matching, & #R PSIM) 2 i ke i A= 1 1) 5 1 5 FH 7
%, BERGAR UG JF MR DR AS b b DAk R A R R, O HOE I AR R UG, WY DA I BEAT O8N P
PRATBOER N 2 A PN . PSM A AR B 5E (K BR BT sURIBENLIR ZZ 70 A1, BOA R AR 75 ™ A%
MIZEAF(E R L2, 2019), fELBFHHTEh T 2 M T XA SKBCRPCR I PR(E, Afih 45 R E MR
(S LR

211 SHEREERER

AL 2% Alkire Fl Foster $2 H 1 2 43T RIS 5%, AT A FRI4ERE kK R AOAIX STIRAR . 2N
DUAN G 55 FUAN TR AR G LA R RS, 3541 35 73 B, F 58 SUILAMFAR T IREAR B Jy— AN RISF R 8]
TERIZFHERER AL b, Bl “REBESE5HRM” XL SR IR RS R4 75055
G VAR ER A RN ] A AMARTE B YR DL R AN T (2 TR R S R SR R B, I A Y 23 TR 4
JE I M EL 2% R R4 R 3T R R A SR A b, DAL i AR (RIS AR P AT 33 TR R S A B i 28
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Table 1. The election of multidimensional poverty index
= 1. SHREEREER

YRz EiELAN E FIF I FHH

7 BRI U8 BRI, BB SR L, WY 1, 50 0
T (R 18 A2 MO, RN 1, 0% 0
frabili g 116 R R A TSR R 30.1%, TN 1, 704 0
KT A s WA, il 2. AL BE. FASTET 24 WAL
S8 TR 1/16 WATERVE, AT, BEHEES 00 TAMEDY 1, 510 0
53)7) 116 EONTNR ISR ASRUES 307 LU A IO 1, 75004 O
HIDKT R 1 S FI LT CR IR 1, F 0% 0
o ikt U8 SRR SR P2 AR g 1
BT u8 AR T A TGl KSR 1, 7500 0

212, FIRGBHELMASRE

HRA RO A, LU ISR D, = {0,1} TR AMAIS SR RIS D, =LA, &) S
FARs K2, MASIF AR, D AR N EAS R, R /ME | 74T 43 R (Treatment).
Sy, WAV T IOTRAE, v, B AME | BRI EIRE, Wy, 2R | RS 0 RRE,
WLAME TR BONRAE. B, A THRHT D, 55 y, Z MBS 2, B BB (v, — vor ) LT
EPIRRIRE

Yi =(1-D;) Yo + DYy = Yo +(y1i L @

P (Y — Vo) >0 WIS SHRRBERIMARF RS 50080, 45T EMEE 5 B,
R LHEREB S, D =1; Kz, D =0.

2.1.3. ETFHEES EENERERER

N Y R A AR RORTAES AN T R 2 X AR ) S T RS, Rubin (1974) 2 T ) #4373 VE BG4t T & 5%
PR R A58 (Rubin Causal Model, {&ic RCM). RCM 5 78Y Be A7 2548 il b B 4 Az il 26 o0 A 1) e ok, R
PEIREAR PR BV 2 o BE%F 2 4E T R BE D7V BRI, RCM B2 BRIE AR AR DT RC Ak TF 2 RN B 9
KA, RUONAFRA R EAAMAE | FHRIZHIE DA RIUAS, A R DA SRk o) 8, B AR IR IBUR 3L
Mo RCM A S PR A1 R [9]:

1) EFENEE X . SHEERNIMERIII, BEmR P 258 R RBOR ARG = AE A& .

2) fhiitWiaE s . E PR — B Logit [B1VH 8% Tobit [A1 )3+ 548 7343, {2 Logit 81V 305 n
R, FIINGHT X (IR, SN A AR S ik b A8 B RAE

3) HHATHAIAS S UCED . W45 4 PR, o xg HEAT UG IC 5 U AT DASA) i Ao A7 A B A A s ) 4 2
(B ) 5047 o AT AR T T e VT HC 73 1 T W, R AR SCRI R 32 IR DTG 77 VR AT 45 LR A
@© JTARUCAL, BPHAbHE L A AR S i 2 n A2 R R/ NIRRT IS, ASCRE N N 4 (n = 4);
@ PAEVTHS, MAR-RRICHS, WFEARGEAVCECA — & PR B AR G . 205, ASCBE BN
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0.01 (cal =4); ® FRWLTABITAS, RIFERR (AR 0.01 HIRRHI N #EAT—X UL @ %L, R
P A FIREAAR BB A RS, B B2t AT AT 2, RERS AL A2 R AR UREE ; © 1 IRILAC,
THEAE N =4 RIS IREEE .
4) TEF RPN o AR RSB T B EBARATN  ASSCUR B HTING ST T H B A BT 2
KEBERS(ATT)EAT 0 #r, 780 RES R AT RS OREN TR 2 . ATT RIEAN:
1

ATT = oo, (%= o) @

K@, N, RESEGHRBBRNMEG Y, (%~ o) FAHRARBOEA 25RO 00 5
o TR B R B Mok B R SRR (L
22, TEHEN

R PR I R B, SR DUAREE . UAMERR, LAREIR R AR, ORI (A 2 4
RS HFAT RAHRAR L, DL R R R A R R L. B R AR R P RS
SHRREENEIAR D, 500, 2 L K2, 1afE 0.

i e T RS 0 BRI R 10], A S DAMAREE « 5RE R A X AR 5 5 A B
BV, R 5 S HOR (RBCE BN K, 30— B PR TOH R BB 7 P 7R st A
VP (B RO

3. BERIRSLIES
3.1 BERBEEHEAST

A 2018 4 A [E g B 5 97 2% 1B B 25 (China Health and Retirement Longitudinal Study, CHARLS)
T A R 2R R A AT A, AR UERE A BB R AR TR [11] o ZEHERR TG S IR B RS RIAH A B R 1
FEAMESG, DL “RES5HRMAR” MATAKIELRID N ES IR EHAM RS ORISR A . A A
AR —ILAHE 4128 N2V, HPSH5ERRTGEEAANMER 3239 N, KRSIREFEHIZH M 889
L
3.2. ZHWREIBIFME DT

ASCARYE 2 R Tk, THE T REARTEAFYERE kK P FRER . &R E 2 BoR, AR
(T IR R AR 28 A0 22 ST N AR B BE A6 T2 IR 4EFE K (B PRI TG m . S 3T N LT k= 3 I, AbERA TN K
AR TN RIZF B 2 4E T R RS R T4, PiZH 2 4EsT R4R 5 22 150 0.098, /INF % E 03T

Table 2. The result of Multidimensional Poverty Index
2 ZHREMELER

4 (K) 1 2 3 4 5 6
. P40 0.950 0.802 0.554 0.315 0.171 0.074
AR RER

s | 0.976 0.870 0.660 0.414 0.206 0.084
i 20 0.339 0.381 0.452 0.543 0.625 0.673

B2 TR 35 13 40
AbFRA 0.482 0.497 0.528 0.588 0.667 0.763
ExirlEdE 0.322 0.306 0.250 0.171 0.107 0.050

EZ AL R
S Libi| 0.470 0.432 0.348 0.244 0.138 0.064
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PR % A 2 (R 2H ) 2240 0.109, 7T WL ALERZH 128 IR | FE o R A 3 VRV R PBE MR i B8 B b 20, 2498 IR
Y REPEILE 3 I, TXNRFIZF R A UK R, ARX A RHE R

DN T b R FRAA ) 22 4 ST R AR B 2 s AL, 3538 AR (B R A R P 2 A5k 0 TS B, 4%
R, BT “RESSHRM” X417 MR KFEE ERRFEENGE EWAT N, N2 AFE IR &R
KRR, R g SRR T R f A Al T A B (2 5 0 A vk i R k. R, RSOk iz S
S T IC 7772 (PSM) LA DR AR B A7 1) P A A 1)
3.3. FRRBERT A BR AT NE
3.3.1. PSM LB R 537

TE AL PR AR A RE AR AMA L A2 O JE AL, PSM ) P RE AR ANk 22 5 30 A A FRABE i P P 22 A
PR B RS REAREATUC L, 45 AR B2 3 s o 78 AR IS EL 7 i IR, SR 67 MEA,
{REH T 3786 MILACHEA, ik 1:56.51.

Table 3. The observation result of propensity score matching
= 3. 155 RmE EAC(PSM) ML £5 5%

RICEFHA TCRCREA it

el 1 357 358
L SEEN 66 3429 3495
Bit 67 3786 3853

[FIF, 25 G a5 0 L RIDUE VG 15 1 B, AT AEDULIE H O 70 R0 # E E [e] HAEL v el A
(On Support), RIwffR 1 ALBEAAZ G AR TR AS 20 BUE A AR &, (R ARSI, TLEERK
RRUF

T T T T T T
0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1
Propensity Score
I untreated N Treated: On support

[ Treated: Off support

Figure 1. The common range of propensity score matching
1. 1JorEaHERESEE

3.3.2. PR
MY ORIE PSM LRSS SR AORSAEYE, RON WER AR B P MERE AT AR 06 R B P A PR R AE 20
ILRC)G, PEmlAMAEAAE AR AR E MR . MRS IR )G, PR ISR I &
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4, PsR? M 0.054 T[4 0.001~0.009, LR Ziit& HUCELHTI 129.59 F 4 F] 10.500~87.670, Hrikfk iz
FEVCEC AT G A AR REBE M/ o FHARRR W ol 0, FEAYEMI R 43 40 UC ALY R A Ricthsk /> 748 & 5 ik
ORI, AETHREA B 45 F o BT IS o YA mgxd L TR ITEC 7%, R ARUEHED . #5464 JRUTAL
L AUN R RN N T IRl o =2 DA S ol N RS i e N (o 153 5/ B S s R 4 8 = B /R S
MRS, PRI ATUCHAC . U240~ VTR Ly [RUCHC /i 5 A iR 7T

Table 4. The balance test results of variables
=4 BETETEMHRIEER

FEA VT Ps R? LR chi® p > chi? MeanBias MedBias
EATTLA ULHE G 0.054 129.590 0.000 14.500 10.300
(n=4) I 0.008 75.940 0.000 4.800 4.300
AT R DL 0.054 129.590 0.000 14.500 10.300
(n=4,cal=001) DL S 0.008 77.130 0.000 4.800 4.200
AR TLRE 0.054 129.590 0.000 14500 10.300
(cal =0.01) N 0.001 10500 0.486 1.900 2.100
— VLR 0.054 129.590 0.000 14.500 10.300
P N 0.005 51.990 0.000 4.400 2.700
VLAE R 0.054 129.590 0.000 12.700 6.200
B ICHEJR 0.009 87.670 0.000 4.700 4.200

3.3.3. M RRBERN R P EIE B RN

1) “PEALBER NS o — R UL, AT R 4520 VT C I 0 A0 0 55T B A BRSO, RIVI I 2 PPA
A ASEAER A THHTR ORI AR P BT o AL ERZE AN AL 0~ F S AL BBl i, e 5 From. AR
WA UM Y, JTARVLAC, JEAR-RRILES . X ULECAN S FCULEC DY AR VARl i a5 R ZE AR, R
WAE A Bt UL S 5 485 R B A R (O mT SRR A AR

Table 5. The average treatment effect of PSM
% 5. PSM Y40 IB A

ULRCJ5 % ATT SEE. T-stat
JEARVLHAL(n = 4) 0.040 0.117 0.340
JEARR R UL (n = 4, cal = 0.01) 0.038 0.116 0.330
N 0.148" 0.103 1.430
L I 0.078™ 0.034 2.300
“FHE 0.052
Ee T T BRI G RAE 1%, 5%, 10%HK T ERE.

M 5 AT LAEH, “FEAL BN (ATT)EIME My 0.052, i 7L B — e R 1 [ 358 38 I AN A 12k )
WG, S5HRBEERNR T MEUA S SH G T 5.2%. @it ILEL 45 Rkt — 5 00T,
AR A G IRA L BRI EEE . SRER, SORIACIHETE G 1V 37KV = R0 Sl i 45
N, R 2H B BN R L, BB AR SRBURAMY R 05 18 =& F AR TS P I G K, tRE IR
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WA BRI SRRSO O PR RGBSR, AR ORI A Bl 19 R0 R 22 it 33 VR R B8 A AR A
A AHRMNSERR A, BroR ORBUER I IEFAE ISR A IR, RS SR T P A =

2) ZHEEMAZERNN. FLL, FRRBEHR T AT A R 21 N 4E 52 9 A RE A2 A F IR
ARICE S 2 R TR B T 206 B AR GRECR MRS BON AT 0, ACBLBT IR k ORI, BTN A
PRI HI AR WBE iR . ZREEEENT b, ERET R 48 SERIN 5AR 7™ 25 (Ron BE A A B2 IR R 2 ) B2 T 2
REEEINARLE: MIAWYEZ /N T 3 (k < B), FEAFEALL THIS ARG HITHLEE R T HET 3 (k>
B, EEAAFEALL T AN TR ZS o

AR 2 ST R AR A 2R AT T FEREAACIRBUR LA A [F) 4 JE T IBUR (1~ 35 A B UR (042 6). M
BTG OUORE, B AR IR PR AR I iR as, 70l B H A4S H R 4.5%H1 5.7%
Musan. A, SOREHD ST RS2 20 SR, Ul BT AR CRIBUAE AR A'R FH ot A X 24 A 5 25 L
Ao RV RAYEEER AT, B 7 RAERI YRS, Bk OREURAT BE AN BT R AR RO, X
Ak AR REPR AN 5 22 BT ORIS: AR ST RO BE R B, el A AR R 0L F ., Sk
R (EFRE) R ORI A Z I 2 T 16.1%, BEITOREG4EEEKIZT N> 1 103.8%. HHELAHXT ANEE
PARES, ARV KT (B i B S A St ) . BOR 7P ARME 5 KT (RS AR ) S 20 IN4ERE T, B
A ORBESFON R T RA REAT R BN BAR . X AT et IR E R e A IRIIEOL T, SR
i FELE P S R H AR E SO AR T “HRAN” R i T A S AT AR SR, VR AR E IR
PR AR B P A RDE, DA AE R TR IR RR

Table 6. The average treatment effect of multidimensional poverty

6. SHEEFILIBYN

Y AR, IR 29T DRI 1 2 i F 414 9%
AR AT 0.045 0.136™ 0.058" 0371 0.189™
AHX T 0.057" 0.161™" 1.038™" 0.071" 0.089
TR YT HEAAIR I BRI 57 PR £ o i FH ¥ 9%
AT AT 0.065" 0.047" 0.074™ 0.170™" 0.197™
FAXT LA 0.138" 0.170" 0.033 0.048 -0.005

Ee T T BIRER M E BAE 1%, 5%, 10%(MKKF 5,

4. MREREBR

ARSI 2018 SErp E{E R S IR EIB BRI A I H REE, MWARXT ST B BESR T 7B AR ORIEBGR XS A
MRS . MR 2 AT IR AR AR A R, FEAFLERZ RS T, 255 T S (R PR MIR Z R E I 4 1)
TR AR TN RN S 4SRN AR A, RIREAAA AR A R IR S5 AR PR R . PRI, ASCRA
157 7573 DL BCZE (PSM) X FEAR BEATAZ IE ANt — 2B 0T 78, I SEBCRA AR RO AN LA ET N 8 22 7
REALIIRE SRS . W ALA R R, WA RBER AU BE I3 M2 (RAT AR IR B P R85 KT, XA 3T
PR A I S 2, REPRIEDAR T IRIR AR TS SRR E R ORRaE s N2 4RO f Lo b, AR EG T R4
B, WARRBORAE A TE KT BOE ACTHRE B3 KT 50 R 4E L AR IR AR, EEM AT Bt R IR 2
B PR A A i B ST 0 A SRR —SE I “ BRI RN

SEFWTLAE R, kDR B ER A  TT IR Ao R R TR ORISR T ek A, S AR ST 1
KIS, ASCRINTT @B e WHARRBGR, S B RET SRAR A 2 A “Hgs” B, A
TRBURE R R LIS RIS, 9 T ENFREWE, ¥ RKBERIE LG —2 5w/
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oI 2 AR UL SR, SRR A BTN AR T R DR A RIS R, RIS R, S O &
N = REMSTHRAR BN SN, RES5XPIL ERWNAR A B RE R = AR i,
RIEEMREE, BRS 52k, RIS R SR DRAETTIR AR @A SR RfE B
DINZ YW PFAG, 4ia T, BER. HAGR SRS MER, ErshZaEils, Hx AR N
FERIZ AR AT PE R B i, 2 2 IR TT It R SRR R, AU REIR miB IR E N AT
LB B, MBS N Ritise — MRS E SR I, SR mifif okt > e AR s Tt
RUEBURKI ST, 487 NRADBIARE L RE IR, S50 A\ R RO B E O H SR

EEMA
RO R R R AL I Z571R1(202010357627)
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