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1
Income 2020 /
Education =1; =2; =3; =4; =5
Support (60 +16 ) /16 60
Job 1~4
Medical =1 =0
Cadre =1 =0
Develop =1 =0
Collective =1 =0
Corona =1 =0
Disaster =1 =0
2. o 2
10000 4166 50000 25% 5714.29
25% ;
25%; 25%
75% ; 5% ; 25%
2
25 50 75
Income 12743.12 14563. 84 5714.29 8750 15000 4166. 67 50000
Education 1.55 0. 88 1 1 2 1 4
Support 0.33 0.23 0.2 0.3 0.5 0 1
Job 1.56 0.71 1 1 2 1 4
Medical 0.41 0.49 0 0 1 0 1
Cadre 0.2 0.4 0 0 0 0 1
Develop 0.39 0.49 0 0 1 0 1
Collective 0.72 0.45 0 1 1 0 1
Corona 0.68 0.47 0 1 1 0 1
Disaster 0.29 0.466 0 0 1 0 1
()
3 o
0.4869 0.4851. o 90
0.5 10%
3
Vul 10 25 75 90
0.4869 0.0188 0.4648 0.4747 0.4851 0.4977 0.5110
()
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4
vul Coef.
Education -0.019(0.002) ***
Surpport 0.03(0.006) ***
Job -0.013(0.002) ***
Medical 0.006( 0.003) "
Cadre —.007(0.004) °
develop -0.007(0.003) **
Collective —.039(0.004) ***
Corona 0.002( 0.003)
DIsaster —.001(0.003) "
Constant 0.697( 0.006) ***
Adj R - squared 0.539
F — test 37.901
N 10% 5% 1% o
Huettner & Sunder( 2012) R’
5 o
37.74% ;
5
(%)
Education 0.195 37.74
Support 0.036 6.98
Job 0.068 13.22
Medical 0.003 0.63
Develop 0.008 1.6
Cadre 0.043 8.27
Collective 0.156 30.27
Corona 0.001 0.11
Disaster 0. 006 1.17
Total 0.516 100. 00




36 2022

. (1) 10%
1 (2) . . N N
+ ” ; o
25

1 ) — J.

2020(3) :97 - 109.
2 . J

2020(9) : 147 - 154.
3 .2020 ] 2020(2) :26 —32 +73.
4 . . J. 2020( 10) : 133 — 141 +192.
5 . N — J.
( ) 2020(6) :72 -81.

6 . “ ” J . 2019(7) : 58 - 60.

7 Flores G. Krishnakumar J. Doorslaer E. V. Coping with Health — Care Costs: Implications for the Measurement
of Catastrophic Expenditures and Poverty J . Health Economics 2008( 12) : 1393 - 1412.

8 Ekpa D. Oyekale O.1. Akinyemi M. Poverty Status of Climate Smart Agricultural Farmers in North West Ni—
geria — Application of Foster Greer and Thorbecke Model J . American Journal of Rural Development 2017
(5):138 —143.

9 . — Y 7.
( ) 2021(7):32 -41.
10 . “ ” J . 2020( 1) :30 - 36.
11 . — J.
2018( 1) 191 - 102.
12 . — . J.
2020( 12) :92 - 101.
13 . J . 2018(9) :49 - 54.

14 Zacharias A. How Time Deficits and Hidden Poverty Undermine the Sustainable Development Goals C . Levy
Economics Institute Press 2017:4 —17.

15 . I. ( . . ) 2012(5):
47 =53 +159.



3 37

16 . — : J . 2015(2) 192 - 99.
17 . — — J .
2018(8) : 1157 - 1162.
18 . — J.
2019( 10) : 1164 - 1171.
19 . : “« o - 7 J.
2020(4) 1129 - 136 + 178 — 179.
20 . J . 2021(6) :5 -9.
21 . —
J . 2020(7) : 215 —223.
22 . J . 2021(7) :92 - 102.
23 . J. ( ) 2020
(5):68 -75.
24 . — v« 7 J.
2021(4) 11 -21.
25 . ——  2014—2020
J . 2021(4) :43 - 49.

Study on Poverty Risk Inspection and Resilience Improvement of
Rural Marginal Poverty Groups

Take Tibetan — related Areas in Sichuan and Gansu as an Example

TANG Yashuang ZHANG Huaquan  HE Yiran ZHU Li
( College of Economics Sichuan Agricultural University Chengdu Sichuan 611300 China)

Abstract: Based on the questionnaire data of 437 farmers and herdsmen ’ s families in Tibetan — related areas
in Sichuan and Gansu provinces this paper uses VEP method to measure the poverty vulnerability of sample fami—
lies and then explores the influencing factors of poverty vulnerability from an empirical point of view and further
clarifies the contribution of influencing factors through the Shapley value decomposition method. The study found
that: (1) At least 10 % of sample households face high risk of poverty. (2) The improvement of education level the
development of village collective economy the diversity of livelihoods the identity of village cadres and the willing—
ness of self — development can effectively reduce poverty vulnerability while health shocks the increase of family
dependency ratio and the impact of natural disasters significantly increase poverty vulnerability. Among them the
improvement of education level the development of village collective economy and the diversity of livelihoods have
the greatest contribution to the change of poverty vulnerability.

Key words: Tibetan — related areas; Poverty risk; Poverty vulnerability; Resistance



