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oA WD P

The Effect of Rural Poverty Alleviation Fundson Poverty: An Empirical Study of China

Zhang Quanhong
(School of M anagement, W uyi U niversity)

Absdtract: By the standards of China’ s official poverty line and intemational poverty line, this pgoer adopts VAR econometric
methodology © estimate the effects of poverty alleviation fundson poverty both in the long run and short run, and makes Granger test
The reaults show that, in the short run, poverty alleviation funds have positive butweak impactson poverty reduction, and in the long
run they seam o have negative effects on poverty reduction but there exists no Granger causality The effects of econamic growth on
poverty are intricate  Econamic growth reaults in the decline of poverty headcount, while it worsens poverty ggp and squared poverty
gap. D, akey point in alleviating rural poverty is o adjust the mechanisn of funds and mprove the targeting towards poor people
Key W ords Poverty A lleviation Funds Poverty L ine; Econamic Growth
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