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Abstract

As a specific policy of targeted poverty alleviation, poverty alleviation through education plays a
very important role in the whole process of poverty alleviation, and is an important driving force
for the complete and stable poverty alleviation. In this context, this paper mainly studies the in-
come gap between urban and rural areas, specific analysis of the education consumption gap be-
tween urban and rural areas will affect the income gap between urban and rural areas, and sepa-
rately analyze the influence factors of rural per capita disposable income, the results show that
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education investment and farmers’ investment in fixed assets will affect it, and the influence of
education investment degree more, according to the research problems, put forward relevant Sug-
gestions.
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Figure 1. The change trend of the Gini coefficient in China
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Figure 2. Comparison of urban and rural per capita disposable income in China
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Table 1. Variable description
F 1 TERHA

WHEERA R ERN I 2 g AR bﬁR%EE %}E\Ii@ ZQHE E/E\Iiéj bﬁk%%&%ﬁi

CRCIE L B3 S LB 3 il V) AL BECRE LR
A (D) A(0) S On) s H(t) ZEH(X)
2013 26467 9429.6 17037.4 1988.3 754.6 1233.7
2014 28843.9 10488.9 18355 2142.3 859.5 1282.8
2015 31194.8 11421.7 19773.1 2382.8 969.3 14135
2016 33616.2 12363.4 21252.8 2637.6 1070.3 1567.3
2017 36396.2 13432.4 22963.8 2846.6 1171.3 1675.3
2018 39250.8 14617 24633.8 2974.1 1301.6 16725
2019 42358.8 16020.7 26338.1 3328 1481.8 1846.2

3.2. WZHBENHRFHBEZENE 2 MAEENE R

H5E, RIZ EE SR IR S (R ZE B A 2 2 (R RN 2B TSR T, SRR 2
71 sig < 0.05, WHIXPIAN AR ZIAFEM KM, BT, Pearson #<1E0y 0.982, #fH AT 0.8 fif
FEARR R AR

Table 2. Correlations

=2 XML
Lo ] W2 HOE AT =R
Pearson Correlation 1 0.982"
L EZI N Sig. (2-tailed) 0.000
N 7 7
Pearson Correlation 0.982" 1
g;ﬁg;g& Sig. (2-tailed) 0.000
N 7 7

“Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).

i, B2 BB AR IR T R S 2 W ZEBRBEAT BT, B B A SO AR
P22 B TN ZEBE RS RFE I . e 3 i, Ry 0.964, VMG I¥ R? 2 0.957, 15 BIRLAL A 1R 4 1y
WAL, 32 SN PO Z B RE MR 2 W\ Z2 R 95.7% 115 2.
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Table 3. Model summary
3. RELR

Change Statistics
Adjusted Std. Error of the
Model R R Square - .
R Square Estimate R Square F Change 41 df2 Sig. F
Change Change
1 0.982° 0.964 0.957 699.770072751213000 0.964  134.309 1 5 0.000

®Predictors: (Constant), 3% 2 #E LI RIH W EHE.

FREE HRITESHER, X AR RH R — ML, T sig /T 0.05, B AZE
Yk 2 SCALIR SR B 22 B0 RE A5 A7 R T A A2 B 2 N Z2

Table 4. ANOVA®
=4 FESE

Model Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
Regression 65768303.784 1 65768303.784 134.309 0.000°
1 Residual 2448390.774 5 489678.155
Total 68216694.557 6

3Dependent Variable: 3% 2 Ut A2FE; PPredictors: (Constant), 3% # & LB R 2R,

BRJEIEIE A 5 AEROREE RN, HAREIE 2 HOF ST P20 1 sig fH/h T 0.05, [RIFERENS BB
XIS RN ZERE R IE A SEMA . S AhEE A R % B = 14.679, FIRIL 2 BOH AL AR 2 22 BE XS T4k
ZWNZIA LR, B R

Y =-940.941+14.679X

Table 5. Coefficients?

=5 RA¥E
Unstandardized Standardized
Model Coefficients Coefficients t Sig.
B Std. Error Beta
(Constant) -940.941 1952.565 —-0.482 0.650
1
W2 HE AR R T E R 14.679 1.267 0.982 11.589 0.000

*Dependent Variable: 32 it N %,

3.3. R ABILEYIN KR E 32 4

HI T 2 Z A BA T 2 BRI 2 2 T IO 22 B0, DAY b ol AR A BT /] SRS
it AR AR TR L R R X A R . SR TR B RN NN ) — A, gy
BRBE RN Ey AW Py B E B4 |, R NI g g SO Y, SR RAG - TE RS 3
A B AT S, BAREAON:

Y'= AE“P/|7e" €
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(1)L R O EUS , BB R J7i, W28 ook T BRI AR B AR N2 AT SN Y
HRIERE, BOS BRI 0N
InY'=InA+aInE+BInP+yInl +u 2

Hrh, E HERERNHEFLNAE, P HRMIEMITAERTR, | SRR B E B SRR, REL
P ERASE,  DAEROR P A e R IR T [ X Si it R 2012~2017 SFIRIAOEd, A& M K Wk 6 A
BT HIR.

Table 6. A description of the variables
= 6. TEAR

P 1 faprE X
. v KRNI KRB
9 E HEBRA
3 p Al A
4 | AR [ E R B

Table 7. 2012~2017 Data description
%% 7. 2012~2017 ##EIRER

. REASITLRBA  HARA ol KPR
0t) U3 70) (3mt) (1Z7%)

2012 7917 286,553,052 5838.85 9840.59

2013 9430 303,647,182 5911.86 10546.66
2014 10,489 328,064,609 5995.94 10755.78
2015 11,422 361,291,927 6022.6 10409.79
2016 12,363 388,883,850 5984.41 9964.91

2017 13,432 425,620,069 5859.41 9554.42

3% 8 P, FEN E MR B8 G 58t | #EN TRERY, Ak A PakAT 1 alkk, SOk
AR AR R AN R 2

Table 8. Variables entered/removed?
8. BiEANGIBRTER

Model Variables Entered Variables Removed Method

1 InE Stepwise (Criteria: Probability-of-F-to-enter <= 0.010,
Probability-of-F-to-remove >= 0.110).
Stepwise (Criteria: Probability-of-F-to-enter <= 0.010,

2 Inl Probability-of-F-to-remove >= 0.110).

®Dependent Variable: InY.
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xR AR BRI AN R R CR )R, W MR U HE RN, W AR it AR R AR
% B 4 BT, SR BRI MR a0 REERLLAOR, AR 3 MR BOR B 4f . AN, DW
68 2.419 B T 2, BHIRZEZ [HBCA B AR,

Table 9. Model summary®
F 9. RELR

Model R R Square Adjusted Std. Er_ror of the Durbin-Watson
R Square Estimate
1 0.975° 0.951 0.939 0.047276637487232
2 0.998° 0.996 0.993 0.015471097775770 2.419

3Predictors: (Constant), InE; ®Predictors: (Constant), InE, Inl; °Dependent Variable: InY.

F 10 RITEINTR, TR S A H ) P13 R B 0, SR EoRIMER Y sig < 0.05,
WP MR A A D — AN A A R B 0.

Table 10. ANOVA?
= 10. FERHE

Model Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
Regression 0.175 1 0.175 78.290 0.001°
1 Residual 0.009 4 0.002
Total 0.184 5
Regression 0.183 2 0.092 382.711 0.000°
2 Residual 0.001 3 0.000
Total 0.184 5

®Dependent Variable: InY; bpredictors: (Constant), InE; “Predictors: (Constant), InE, Inl.

Table 11. Coefficients?

11 RER
et e ol s
B Std. Error Beta Tolerance VIF
(Constant)  —15.100 2.755 —-5.481 0.005
. InE 1.240 0.140 0.975 8.848 0.001 1.000 1.000
(Constant) —27.078 2.234 -12.123 0.001
2 InE 1.379 0.052 1.085 26.704 0.000 0.788 1.268
Inl 1.001 0.171 0.238 5.861 0.010 0.788 1.268

®Dependent Variable: InY.
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Y'=-27.078+1.379InE +1.001InL

FLAE Y, B0 BN B 517 500t B AS A IR R RSEm,  BIEE BN A [ e 3%
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P ] SRRSO RS 2 TR — 18, XU A SRAT T B 5 oy B A EE

4. RSB
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T B ZEFRAE R ET AR /N, (B2 B 2020 AEIRER K N 35 T SCRRINAR SR R A i B NI 4N 11 2.56 %,
XRWIR 2 2 6] N 22 B AR SR A7 AE HLELBOR

eI 2 208 S LS 9 2 W N B AT A SCE e A A B 38, R 5 R E £3C
H AN R T S RN 2 (B R R L. S5 5RRWT, IR 2 A SCIU IR AR Y 28 2250 53 2 W\ 221 2 T8
JERISR, [FRF R R B os AR 8 5 AR B 2 (82 IEAH SRR R, R4 2 BRSO IR 2 2 BE 0K,
B2 M ZBLOK . 53 A0 TR AR N2 AT SERCSON B R 2R BEAT 2087, 330 (B A ) 75
%, SRR EE BN [ € 57 BB AR RN T SEREURN s HH BN 5K

BEX R Eh g 4R T S

SN AZ ARSI T E R SR EE AN, B TRM AR R BRELIR L
WA, FEOR FZ KM ORI AN T NE RN EZ N 85O T A 21 R X
W ERATN, BRIFEHHENEM BN, Rt 5] A E R S HE ok LN AT 4
fiti LS R AR IO B R, IR 4 NS R T BTN BRI ZERE . O T Sl E 2 UM E AR
R IXAEHR, SR EAIE, RN SRS A BT AT BLUE R e, DRI GRIN 2 2 18] (523, i fRAR
R X2 A R A 2 B R AP BCA - fea, B2 IR XSO s X & i 2 AR BEAT BOR I EAL I, R
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