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FE] A2 2 A R X IR BE 2R IR A BT SG T (B SE e 55, 20173 25/ =, 20185 15 45, 2019) H R 2 2
KT R L B AR 5 00 SR AR i = 06 2 [ PR AT U R A AT . IRBE SRR R 2 T 20 ik g
Je HAR Y — R RS A TE ST R AR ME 5020 2 T BT RDIRES o R 58 28 UM T R B
A ARG H AR — S WK R N DA HL R ™ B 2% I ) 2 51 & ) iZ i e 5 BUR R
(Iceland &. Bauman,2007 ; Shaefer & Edin,2013), N, 35 E— 265 5 HLA K 2% 3 %k H = I BE 2%
R & A R AL F A3 A AT T B8 LI, Sen(1976) | Alkire & Foster(2011), Alkire & Santos(2014)
G R SR T o I B8 A Bk VR VR FE 22 IR () U J 1 B O IR IR R M E PR LU A b B LT SRR AT
PR T AT 4R & H bR (MDGs) (n] £ 22 & Ji€ H AR (SDGs) 55 7™ 51 3% [ 1436 BRZ9 40

AR S I A BB A R S T T TR T A SR R L | N AR 0 A R A 0 TR 2R IR AT R Y
SRR G BE R TR IR O 5 SR AR IR A 5 R 0 A R B T BE A IR I R i R R A DL BIAR R
Hh ] % B VR 1 e T A R HG AR B IR 14 3 2 B 4

T REREMESHRESEEX SHRAMISIAN

TRBE DT R g — A ARG o] B2 o AH b Al 22 IR & A ol e S 7 AR SCE T Web of Sci-
ence #%0 B 1R BEAT SCRRAS 2R i 3 i A 280 deep poverty” , B A IR I (7] 25 J88 A1 SRR 288 531 2 77 A
KA BN URBE TR A ST SCHR AL 138 o T T A &R 118 SR 2F A7 A 24 2 300 R B2 28 IR 3k — Mk A vl 36
27 e R 22 L T 55 [ R B A TR SR 8 11 AF 55 2010 4 LR X OG 13 #4348 T H SR B i
552 P 70 AN R AR g B TR 22 2 A IR L B TR S A A

(—)RERAMISWRHERAEEHE

R T F (deep poverty) il # JEAE I — A G iT 4% ) H BLAE € B/ N 1 # J5 (U. S. Census Bu-
reau) B A 90 1 1 A 1 — AR R A 7 90 TR M 50 %4 LA RO 98 JK 7 (U-
nited States Census Bureau, 2001), ¥§ & %% I f) B2 2B FE W A Z W 2. Haveman et al
(2015) T UCAFE IR & 14 S [ LL 3] DX 10 oK 33 1R R ol = AN 2 ks BIR B2 2T IR (0 ~5000) IR B 3%
(shallow poverty,50% ~100%) . Iifs %t %% [l (near-poor,100% ~150%) ,

ANAWN O HEXRREREA RN A E . SR MIAR R L RZTE 20 4l 60 454X i 36 [ 4
SORBE B (SSA)BFFE A Bt Mollie Orshansky B8 i, i ff 1963 45 38 8 58 52 9% [ 4k 4%y 4k +¢
AT TR B % H Wi (subsistence food budget) {5 3 %5 4t A4 #E (Fisher,1992), kA4~ Z ik 42 LU
e 3K — T L bR HEAS W7 15 21 0 & 5 004 -

LMo g SRtk 55 35 000 2 . 5 TR G BE S 45 AL 5 W AR E AR AL L HEAT BT IR 4k (A I SH(ED 1Y
ZhZSVH L LR B S0 A B S b 9 AR R BR E (Teeland , 2005) 3% [ [ 58 Bh 2 B (NAS) 48 “ " A
X% R 2k (quasi relative poverty line) » DLZERF AR 1 (9 06 % 32 H AR , PR R 2 IR 26 1 85 10 3 A5 )R 3%
DR 27 2 368 o — ) R WO T L R — 2 FE A Sy 23 IR 2 b e T 0 1 B S AL A 3l 1 72 Bl
B4 BT 18 A % 9% IR 26 (relative poverty line),

2. BB Mg ¥ 5. W LR EUR YRR IR AR B4 S8R R PRI LB ICHE
PTG FEE W B 5 (Fox et al,2015) . A& 48H J5 34 N B 45 b5 (OPMD R BE 7873 75 I8 K52 45 14 72
b5t 1 SRR SO AT 5 S T AR B e S BUR BT A L 38 W kb SE M R AR (SPMD B AL LU
S g 2 T W5 192 DR . #% I SPM 3T IR £, 6 [E 2012 4F—A DY 1 58 /Y IR JBE 2% TR 28 02 4R A
12529 I6(4y 8.58 3ot/ A K) (Fox et al,2015),

S.EEWG—ME ZH R, RIESINBA LM A b S v b H g8 — B R N5 B X A
0 HEUHE 22 S HUS2 I . Shaefer et al(2017) 2 Y, 2 IR J 3% I W 2% 18 22 DRI A o 1) 1) 25 248 5 DL S K B
S5k 22 5 . SEEINM A SR BORBEFE b 5 W H AR A7 52 1 T g 22 [ B2 4 U vk (CPMD L Jdid 51 AN
P 22 507 1E 2R 80 WA BUR BE IR 7 S 20 e A 1k R 3R A A 1 50 B S B M B AT BE R SR AR . R X
—HEARGE T . 2 M1 R (social safety net) REAR 1 3¢ [ VR B2 31 1K A A 48, 97 3l i 145 B A1k e (ETTO)
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I H A B 8 00 BN A T2 5 3T IR (Bohn et al.2013)

(Z)REREBB SRR

TR FE 25 R 5 # i 3% [F] (extreme poverty) . 2 4E %Y Al (multidimensional poverty) . X [ (chro-
nic poverty) & [A] ML A WA — B0 5 HME 8 S 2 Ak, = 3 FR IR S Wi B R 52 % R B TR B A X ) 466 %)
TRTEIE o (H BRSSO A b o 558 T Y0 b R B 28 IR 5 o 28 A 22 4 230 IR L I 23 TR SO
FRE R D o R BT 220 1 A T B TR A v — 2R KO 1 B RR S AR A R 2z
e it 22 PR3 1 A S HCAIR T 2 60T iR A AR St FUAR AT H2 i i B i 2 Bk AT IR A
] R % ik B R o 3 AR 43 AN 0 (Ravallion et al,2009) , 224855 [H 19 A i && Sen(1985) frf
I BE I 20N AR B A BT IR 38 B e 23 TR 25 AR R Y 22 R R 025 OB 30 TR — AR Bl A e
FRGLAR DL B B A b A i 1 A 18 ST N BE B (Hulme & Shepherd,2003) .

A it 2 PRI 1 8 IR R e T 2 AL L An 2013 4R SR K BE BT IR0 17 SEon/ K 41 it 11550 1 O
JE B IR I (B 8.5 9500/ AR R T 2 3600/ N R 73 A5 fE (Shaefer & Edin,2013), 4k
B S RE ) 22 AE K35 L AU B8 R iR A 4 S e B VT DA R B B IR AT I L A (B2 IR T R
BN B 2% BT B A S R T AT ELR 9 SEUEPEAl (Hulme & Shepherd, 2003) ,

VRN A I 5 2 5% IR ME (hardship) | A= 75 5% (disadvantage) 5 3% (destitution) Ze M & Bk £ 7E
— 2 f#i i (Iceland &. Bauman,2007 ; Haveman et al,2015) ,fH X 5 J5 =& AN RAHE . 205 e A= 35
I 8 s e — b 255 5 1140 B TR CBR 5 33K T A ABE S Bk 2 % B TR R B2 1 ORS #E 75 i (Neckerman et al,
2016) 3 2% 4% ) A% 31 7% IR R FH (Shaefer & Edin, 2013),

(Z)VREREAMSHERESEHNABSIAN

RIEE N — 1) e 7 Ak 2 ) 32 % 36 2 T T IR L S0 RN I SE 315 o 20 ik T U A 3l 285 0 A 4
# (PSID) 4341 36 [ 20 HH408 60 AR LA i I8 B 23 IR i Ak 3878 A K ol 2% 1 10 AU » 48 7 TR JBE 23 IR FE AN
[A) DX 38 A 2 E B A HE A P ) 43 A5 R AR (Fox et al,2015,2018; Haveman et al,2015), P& 4
BRI 9 ) 0 R TR B 2R R Wk 1 96 B L T A B e 2R A R ST IR (IR A ERCRE )
VAT R LARUE —2F K Z B I FEARME 2 (Fox et al, 2015) , FH AR M8 X R P S = © M LL i
JE XA R 2 T ST 22 0 1Y 5 R (b IXO) 3% IR [ 0 ) A 900 5 5 . SRR IR A — T 43 M 1k T ) [
I i) N B PR S SO N A UK 5 A R T L B TR T R G b ) T A LT N Y A BROR e
] % 1 R 8 B IR %

ShAE T AR 20 T2 ARSI A5 7 00 A B AR 2 T N IR Bl 15 A R — iR K A 3L
R AV A B Z 2 . Fe BOHTIA R A% TR 28 0% 7 0 310 ) 09 i B, 254 32 A 28 280 42 Y 4k
AR WS ROy O FR M AR AL A ARy (HRE 45 2K 55, 1987) o AR SCHI A G5 73 B 7 15 - 5 55 R
JE BTN AS S5t K 25 4 L s = EN s — R R E S R G R B AL E N RGBT N A
RAE . RSB S S AR AT S5 A AR S R K S P . =R T S UM DI REALT . 454
PEAA T BT B8 B DR 5 0 37 O0 8 32 2 TR 1100 45 4 A e S5 i ko HG b 3 A K% I X A i 3 1 S Jo
PEZE 5 Il G 45 4 J P 0 TR B 3 IR 23 R A 5 45 G i O

(MW)REFRAOERULREX

SRR BN 52 0 R DR AR 2% 2R T 2 T A S ST RS AL AR L L R R BRI Y S AR R SO
T 5% T WS S ) B bR E AT S AHE 2R L N 2 48 L Bl A T 2 1 — S R 7 LA 8 20 IR S 5 45 A R
P AT AL & EH IR I Y A S X 52 L B T R B B I K B R AR O3 A A 3 A 35 TR R R A X A
BV SRR BT . R = DX =0 T BE T TR i DX R R B TR R AR 55 T BB 2 TR X 4 3 W L S X
TR B R M R 2R T SN HE J2 VR B3 % o (HL X 33 26 X6 52 Y 5 1 AL 58 2 BT A3 45 B T BOR AR v R L B =
Xf S SCMIRE I AL AR GE .

HE T 5 [ 0T R E B A I AR S 2 G ) v A R T v AR R AR I A LSS AR A
BRIBBE T TR BE B IR 0 — B R A O B 2 4 23 DR R B8 IR T 40 %) % TR R 20 50 06 1) 45 1 Ak 2% TR B B
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LA S I 5 A J2 - (D A 2545 2% TR i (B << 3% IR AR 50 067 A PR IR 23 TR U0 52 23 TR % e
BB B 5 (2) W A 845G 3% TRl 4 B <C 3% RIAR 1 50 D07 (8 PR T B2 3% DR o G 13 2 IR el DX B At A . UR B
TRV B 45 K A SRS AN TT AT 2555 S A RE g 22 43 5 7 15 B2 IR 5 P L5 g 358 ™ ) 5 A T )
T — b v LA B R Y B R R 5 A R S Y L O AT Al AR AT TR A IR Y A R B A H R

= EHRATHRERREIRR SN E

YA F 0 A 8 2 TR 1 3 S L2 J P o B AN T X R BE X IR ) B 2 i o . FRTT R T R 2 R B
T3 ¥R W SCHRZE 55 oF LR B2 28 TR 1) 4 4 A 32 B CRu 436 23 TR U1 5 28 IR )

(m)RERAMNENEN BN - NBLER Z %

2 U BRI i R AT S IE R BOT TR D A Ta) B, BB S 1 3R] (identifying the poor) 5
75 IR R JE i 2 45 b7 B9 F £ (constructing index of poverty) (Sen, 1976), #AE#EmE = X FH A
BERE T IR IRAR - O N T IO B8 TR 2% 0 22 TR 3 A R U3 o DA R A o JFE 97 TR R B2 g WS A ke 1 D 5 & T
FIEE XS 2 PR DX sl m AL S5 S B IR BT I 2 e U 5 A BRI B

LATRAGTAZ RN SRR E AR ., FII2 R BR80T F 055 A3 7 i
A8 s T2 20 S 58 T WS 28 TR 2k B B i A %, LR AL 1 95 R0 A4 1T M98 B L 0F LA 2 R S Al E
T R BE (poverty gap) JUE A B (income shortfall) . %% R 3k 52 (poverty deficit) Z& 2% [H ¥ B 7 B 3
fE (Haveman et al,2015) , DXl o 55 S 0K 23 THT B9 3% PRI BE 6 J7 5 1) & R B AN FF Sen(1976) 1) FF 4
PETTHR . A8 XS AN ICABE (income gap) I INACTH 330, 4 1 S 142 23 TR BE (aggregate gap) D) BE 4 4t
#F Ccommunity) Z5 5 31 IR BE L JE L Sen F8 4R P=Q(2) (= HFAINL) kA T &£ R 4548 (H) R fE
AT TR Y BB L 0T R R BE B A AR B N B B RS T b T I B 1 S B (transfer axi-
om) ., Sen b5l AKLJE RE(G) K P AEEEE hy— DEEMPETT R B S bR Bl P=H[ I+ (1 — DG
AR B FR AR, DA S BB IR T B (breadth) (IR JE (depth) A K 55 81 M (divergence) B %5 & 52
Me o 2 b AR PR AR R N ST TR AR R IR

Sen 8 A RE %) il 5 5 SR TR A9 AH OCPE . X I FT 2 0] 43 fif (additive decomposable) $8 #r 3k
JE R 2 R IRAL I F AR 5Tk . Foster et al(1984) DA ARE B B 0 InBR E 8 T 3 i 3L N5 %, P =
HIP+Q—D*Cy]., i R EURE A (transfer sensitivity axiom) B 2% [# 3] 50 I i 24k

P . Foster et al(1984) #4 % T — 4~ 5 B Bt Pa:%zi’:l (%)a(FGT FREO sa 28 KA B F H R HEH

i i R B B TR 350 SRS IR A S0 <o DU O 1 I, 38 8800 0l S 22 TR R A= 38 B IR BRI (50 KT
2 I S 35 B0 RS U N B 5o TR 5 RN L 48 BOR SO AR S 5T N H 2 . Foster et al #E— 205

P, ATy TSR AIEE T S5 B0 P, s = X0 0P, (3 s BASE 07 -4 (b BB RR )

TR BT RE IR BE X A EE IR ) TRk .

2. X B S BFNT U FARMNE X BN E, Sen(1985) LLHE /1 /1 (capabilities approach) O Jig
TR A e R R T R AR 4 DA S IR L R 20 0 A TN Y £ 4k FE BE . Bourguignon &
Chakravarty(2003) K¢ 3% ] ff B Sy by 4 B L 280 20 S ot 25 3l 17 37 IR 3852 i) 10 A RS 2 7 R 38 OF
XF Sen 923 FALFE &y SR HEAT 2 440 R OF ST IR N 11X 43 Ry B4t 9 TR 3 5 T A R AR IR L 4R RO
R B AR R R A T FGT #2480 XL B Py (X5 2) :%2;":1 2ieya, (1—I—>
AT S B 1 5% A4 B S AR 2 TR 11 22 4 i

WA 22 4 2 TR R Rk BRI B A 1 1 7 15 Cunion identification) Mk DL /2 % R B2 A5 M /A H (pover-

DSen(1985) A HULA B RALE 1B T ¥y BAs FI 75K ZAR T AR otk o N HAB AR ¥ B oK 5 BE DA b — S 2 2L
TR A2 5 I RE IR A AT e S A ARAT AR AL 2t A B TR DA TR 5 e Y T
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ty focus axiom) , %f It Atkinson(2003) 42 H T 325 4 B 11 80 7% (counting) W 2Z 5B R 51 &S £ 7
MG — T E PR . FE T RIZF B T80 Alkire & Foster(2007) # & 1 42 U3 55 00 &2 oy
— R Z 43R W A Va3 (AF 70 B0 My, = (o s M) o Hot o J& B 4E R AR UE =, 5 3 3R 4E %K
P & 4L XU FHE (dual cutofD YU R M, & Z4EPERTY FGT 8 80, M, = (g (k) = HA *
lg (o) [/ g" (k) | W A LB BE R FT IR T B8 R0 3F 5 B VR B B . 3K — 7 125 ) S 28 P JO8UHiE oy 2k
fE R (acute poverty) BEREAR AL T 0] L EME . B0 EF R ITRIE (20100 He T AF JFik il 7 2 4k
F R AR (MPD  HO 55 208 g AR TG 7K = AR EE T AN T8 A o A E IS A AR B 22 TR 48 b 538 5 TR
ERWLE ARSI, Alkire & Santos(2014) Jif i MPT #5508 & & B, 48k 16. 7 /¢ A b T
R 20 IR MPT 3% [ & A 6 i3 A i 28 TR & 2E 58 s MIPT 48 50T 43 i Hh R0 44 23 TR %) s ik IR g I
P TR E IR RRE

(D)REAEENEML - FITSUANSIANRELER

TR P AFSE IE A DA SR HHE R Cexit rate) Sz B 1 28 PRI ] 14 K2 3 20 KU o PR b X 2% TR 118 45 4
A B B 1 2% FEON B IR R 2L P (duration) DL K 3% R i 55 M (vulnerability) (1 2 250 B .

Loxd 30 B AT 3h &l e JR K Zr vk o PR LAY Sl AR EE TR W F 20 gl 70 4R BRI TR
JEE K530 9 K0 9 IR B RE T (Lillard & Willis, 1978) . Bane & Ellwood (1986) #1451 =FhJy ik .

(LB [ 5 B (8 ~10 4F) I RF £ 35 IR & 2B M 42 11 51 3% (tabulations) . It 7 ¥ 18/ 4, B
AL RE W BT IR B W 26 Ccensoring) [a] {8, W T Ak 2% TR A7 B2 B ]

(2)) ) Jg i1 702 80— 15 26 T 25 Ay 55 R g ik 47 7% 5% Pk 43 BT (components-of-variance) , Duncan
& Rodgers(1991) 3 F X R a5 115 T 4F MO K H 5 5% R 28 B e AR 3145 300 13 40 I
AR BT IR  A RAR A T R T T X AR B B TR B L PRI 2% 32 3 K RE 45 A R o
FEOE A TH0 AR 38 B3 8022 I R A8 Ak B 2% R I B 3 A

(3) 7% 2 WL B 7% IR B Bt (completed poverty spells) 434 , Aili U % [K1 3R 48 %8 S 5% ) [ 25 . Bane
&. Ellwood(1986) .Duncan &. Rodgers(1988) /4 1] 3LF PSID ¥4 AL & T 26 | 4 A & L= %%
PRR A R T RO SR BE S5 A8 A 11728 Ak A B b 38 DR 38 ) 28 I A7 282 T AR i sg . SRy afE — 25 i
B LB A, Stevens(1999) 5| A B BT [R] XU 45 5l (discrete-time hazard) #4) & T £ B5f B % B ik
MR 246 B I8 X —H5 B0k PSID B4l A7 G0 1T 3 i & B, © B3 N A 50 20 1 B8 58 P IR B A
TR S E I S e S A% G 1 R BT AR T AR [

LEERE AR RO M EE (components approach) 5B Bt 43 #7125 (spells approach) B % 2~ % Il 31 &
D2 ) FE i v =X AT 25 A I B TR A AT A B B A IO KIS IR 5 R 20 IR Je 5 2 T
A B 7 e A A O PR R R BRI E R (Yaqub, 2000)

2. X RS HENTREMEZEXNGH R, 20 22 90 FARZIG 25X 20K 19 3l 348 B
AN FE R BR T AR AR bR UG AT RIIR B L 3R 4E B2 S 46 45 . 5 Sen 5| 510 2% R 24 #1402 0 X0k
6] @il . Rodgers & Rodgers(1993) g ¥k kb 5% [ 20 25 i ik vh TR BE 8 AR M K L 3 F FGT F8 50y 7
T AR K23 R 95 %5, HAR B PSTD a1 0 B 25 2R 3R B L 38 [ 301 22 IR E A2 R0 R AE R e LB 2 W %2
HH Rz ) S PE 2 R . Hulme & Shepherd(2003) A A J7 %84 42 M 4% 44k 15 /i
fabr . Wit Z e R bR AE T KSR AR 20 A . Foster(2007) 5T+ AF Jrik gt 17— K3
PRI TR 31— 3 7 25 5 i e 16 0 Qo s KD (o, A AR B8 « iy il 1 0 U3 eR 4R, K, S 90 A 2 B B
() FGT #8550 . ol BT 7 B IR 5875 300 2 T al 43 itk A 3. Hoy & Zheng(2011) %
R B A A 3 T — A AR Y 2 A B TR A 9 0l R B e e B M L AR TG O
PR UL KCR] G5 fige 1 45 B, OF 45 T B TR HE P SBE SR —— S % 2 1 2 IR I B A A K I A A

B2 iRy B Z 00 7 ik B el py i B AR )8, Jalan & Ravallion(1998) 5] A JE 2 5 it BESE- 241k
AR e Cy) FEARFEE T K20 IR B SR o, (i) M EEFEHL T (Ys2) =F, (ys2) - B IR 45 &
BE R (oo« DBETTHE N Foster(2007) 5038 Cp, » K, ) 76 - 746 B Y 085 5 1 ST 76 26 B B
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WS “SE AR 1] . Foster & Santos(2012) 42 H T — /N0 5 i Be i 1k 28 B i & 5 S Bl A 3R
o) BD K Z 5N LK IE R T — DB BAT2EREE T 28 U R o (s
=) ALAJE AU A & T 38 W AR 23 i BE A G IR Y BT I . B AiTiE 51 A CHU #%
FEEL C o A 3 BARTTIRAEERN Py (Y 2) =Cy (yo2) (B, I LAIX 20 8 W 20 1R, 38 7 I — i B
AR B BT » I 20 I 3l 254 A 45 K

3. R MACEZ A RLAY, — YN E S S SR RS . o T SR L b Tk
SR REAA LS AR OC M L PR b 22 4R T 8 5 vk ds T AR BT T 4 AR S i B 7 R 3L 8 W S 2R IR 3 A Y
PS4 (Carter & Barrett,2006; Iceland & Bauman,2007), = J& 55 T 2% G 55 14 109 3h 25 4 75
AW . Suryahadi et al(2016) K 2 IR g 55 P 50 AP A 20— IR A AT BEPE” 42 1 T 3%
IRl 55 1 £k (VPL) 315 T W85 1 & A= 8 (HVP) ., Dutta et al (2011) i 48 A5y 2 # 5 B5 7Y L 4 1 1
TS A SR ME RS S T ME S P 22 AR E IR AN A TR FR AR L A T S A 22 S ) BT G
S50 R ZJERRIRITI LB TR R RIFTI LO F AR A B A £ 5 (Thomson et al, 2017; Corsi
et al,2018) , R BRVE LT K 4549 fL Al i 55 LU A 06 15 31 ¢ 1 (Alkire et al,2017),

(Z)RERBEHLIRH 5N E

R G AR Ak VI A M S A BR U AR IR A £F A A 45 R BT BB ATV A R AL T fh 3
T A SR AR TR B 23 IR A B2 5 IR MR AN B ARG e o e . BE X UR B BT IR U 2 A R R Tl
ATEBLRELAT 50 %0 73X — 4l G2 19 B AE U3 R L o B8 IX 3 GBE L E AR Lt X SR TR 0 R i i 2 =
U 285 A AL TR A % 5 %o R B8 2 PRI A B2 A7 a2 SR Tl = WD %0 0 B s v A L A v o SR .
] X T B2 T TR s DX TAE R N7 R A SR IR S 0 ISR T A 4R AN R =R R AR bR i T HE
TR N S5 A AR B R PR AH L AR AT LASE IR R AR SRR AR Oy T 2N TR B IR TR RS
PE 55 P DL S BT R A 42

AR B — 2% IR TR B0 IR IR E RAE 20 N B2 IR BE VAN 155 b 0 7 R SR 4E 2 22 1 23 1 G 55
PESFES DB R FAEER I R 2 R . ARy R N 1 1 4540 52 5 1A TR 3 27 TR 3
I AFTERE —Ff € M35 T IR B . 76 SRS IR R B 00 vy S B2 5K Pl A7 1) 23 S04 s {1 40 2ok — e 3%
PRbRHE  (H 255 6 (2 o — 3T R CELIR 2087 2 LU D o DA B3 o U)o &, T 4 o 8 2 3% 1R 110 45
P A U b o S 28 TR R B2 Y 2 A I B2 8 %50, B 2, ) TR 2 22 IR A E (D A0 -l X CRE R PR A
J2 T4 S — B I A 48 AR A U A E (38 BUED 5 SRS 12 BR— S LU 9] 1 o TR 32 38 IR 1) 205 ) A 1)
T, HETT BT IR BT R A5 A A B R B A 2. X ET S BT IR = R B 55 2 4Ed8 bR . F IE X
ol S B R B TR 538 L T B = DX = R A AR R RS R R oA TR ) B B TR R B S A A
A BT R G R R T B DR S 1) 4 R M I AR TR SR R A T

MR B2 R S5 T

TR N T HAT 5T A Bk 2 I3 95 N7 (army of the poor) A FF 82 4347 5 18 3%
R UENGE 5 (Sen. 1981) o 55 A F% IR R B BRI S o P B I8 25 40 iR J= 9% TR Cundeerclass) £E1E 73 J& A [7]
FRAE s BE M B A B AN () A A B S AR 56 & 5 0T (Aaletta, 1982) . IR BEZL RIAE A —Fh ™ B £
Y 27 A7 AE 2 25 0y DCRE (A S, HOR 2 kA TE B AL R S AN SR 1 £ R 25 SR BB 45 4y ) A1 F
AEA B F i Ak £ 40 B ¥E (Annoni & Weziak-Bialowolska,2016)

REETRTE R BRI 0 R E R AL KB 250 T 4 I E M A5 AR FRIE . AR IR BE 38 IR 1 T2
5 SR BE LA VNI GEA KR TR A O IR B B IR R AL T 58 4 45 FV W 18 1 RE LA 1T Ll
B AL HE R . R (R RO TR B BRI Y AR B R BN L T B BB B ol B AR O TR EE
R AL — oA T B IR A1 25 3t IX sl /D RO B SR il Mk DL 2 = AL R T 37 A 20 B . 25 2R
JE B VR 25 A P A R G 3 L A B T 48 s B TR B AT O 5 PR AR AR 5 B LB L BT DX TR
B B B T BODL R 5 Hh 2R B i 2 R
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TE WK 2 38 1 58 TR BE 2% TR O A Wil i 37 A SR P 2 T 3 2R A A1 % B2 3% TR B 3 A — o Y
WRINAETE A S HE R S AT AT R AR SR IR R HE W AT B8 A ol L 25 DA Bt 25 7 5%
e T8 B M 434 . Haveman et al(2014) WF5% & 3, 56 IR BE 98 R AE )L 3 M B4R N 0 00l Bl s
FKBE D R AR R AR X IS A B R B3 25 55 L SPM U7 i B OPM Jy i35, i 2 6 1 — ik
B R 388 e {H T B2 T TR R R IR TR 8 2 TR 25 AT A S 0 5 7% SR B MR 30 L R il S 5 v 3R 4
{HZ SO FRE R A N 57 sl g 4R i i 4 . Farrigan(2014) WL 21 5€ B e A 3 B2 3T I &
ARG T % T4 R 5 £ B o T S AR FE ZE IR . Reeves et al (2015) BF58 %91 1996
A 56 [ 4 A o) B o AR s — 28 GREE DAl S 5 B SR T R 32 A . — 28N B T8 g ol 5K E T R
78 /DT B DRI o T B3 28 TR 5 JE e LA MR 5% rp AR A5 K Je gl g s o7 W45 B 20K . Peichl et al
(2010) WFFE R WY, P8 1 25 — LE M [ 5K A TR HE 23 N 38 2 R AR AR B0 TR B2 s Y2 VB0 VAR IR AT 2
B PER IR R .

Wi A3k [ R R BE T R R E W 25 M MEAF 82 S ol i 3 2k R Mt S HE e A 6. R ER R E
B VRl 3 A ) 3 B LS 2 0 DX R AR AR AT LR Dy DX SR A 1 18 P 2 TR B B 32 R ey O U T
BB DA Bkt 23 S Ahy In) i 5 | 2 J8 T 4 Ji T 98 20wl v FHAS A 700 F) R B B8 IR o X IS R B AR IR Ao A B
24T 7 [ 50 5 S R i X BB A P K 1 47 7 (Baulch & Masset,2003)

(- RERBAMKXAER S ZE 5%

TR PE B IRl DX T e b P AN A2 16 s 2 LA S R B SR AT 3 BC AN 28 5 | R TR 495 R P 1 6 20 LA
K 143 9% 5 25 F9 1 i R S 4 (Bigsten &. Shimeles,2007) , B 7% R AESE B X 3840 76 5 F SR B
ROESCAL UL Btk oG B UM G BAT B33 I A Tk & I 0 R AIE

1. 252 3 7 b K695 B . I AR L 5 5P 28 B R B = 0 i I i R 1l DX B B TR A il
JLH . Bloom et al(2003) WF 5% % B . B e H. A 38 25 1) B 1L X 5 08 )™ = i 22 IR B B . Geen-
tle & Maraseni(2012) AN 3 111 X R R 2 A P2 A S A IR 55 o A5 B A 28 AR T2 IR Iz K
A6 A2 A4 T T8 388 R AN, 25 5 1 B OLTE o e il 38 it A 18 U AS oy o AR B B 7l L 95 B ) A6 RS L s Ak
Tl X BE B IR B BRI A7 2L . Byers(2002) 3 X6 B B 47 32 30 11 X %) BR B AF 9 & B 1n IX R B 3%
55 b P SE G SR A AR N TR AR B Z K. Gerlitz et al(2012) 3 R 1y X 3% JR R B 5 R 1)
JE R TE T, SR SRR 7 5 17 3008t DX 98 TR PR X ARl e LA S BDLA 1k 5 68 At 18 it 0 e A v L
LA B0 RN A BE RO, RIRAMT TR Z AU BT R e RE 1 58 IR ST IR AN .

2. VP HERARERRGERETE . Gradin(2013) BF57 2 BRI 53 18] 40 A 48 H L A KR % R 4E
DR 23 R R B de . 98 IR AR P T IR S 52 2 R e 0 TR 0 o B /0 RS TR 3R 4 b (Pattdllo,
2003) . BT EBANE NI AT R P2 L 1“6 21 2B 500 30 B R R 3R 4R 3t [X.
JR B R AR F BRI HE R AR Bl 0 F2 Ak & 2 Ah L B AR B T (Kenway &. Palmer,
2007), Lin & Harris(2010) A » 0% R % 38 46 /e XA 9% 8 LA B AR AL 45 BT 45 07 1o LA 40 4
FH ¥ BRI B FERE RN, S HF R HATIR AL 8, — 28 DB R RS R N S TR T8
0 R R DX AR A fRE T 22 R i DL R S L2 e W IR EE ST BEAR . Zenk et al (01D WF5EHE
DRREREX N K2/ BES TS REA 2 AR 7 36 B AL X RO 3K 7 55 . 0k 51 7l
PUFITT R ER .

SARFMHERHRRGRERE., BRI FHK AP EEEG 57 #b XWA RORER AR T I e L A
A7 50 8 A1 o R BB TR 2R IR KUK 15 . Sachis (2008) ML & B, 78 S T 2R 2 F L K REZ A
WL, R ETET T IETOR KB Z e LIRS HE K 5255 . Merode et al (2004) 2 2 W SR AR A
PR IG5 e il A A 7™ i A 7 52 BR A 28 N RE A S B A Bt R A D B AR A L AEL BT
e D ) R B TR N T 0 1 D R i Jart R] i 284t T A R L S S L dfE LB il T 3 . Sanfo (2012) ©F
GUAE Y A B V5 2R B T B B IR N AR R e T R A o e X S R AR T e B AR AN K YR A
I G E AN AR . Holmes et al (2008) #fF 58 & B » i N7 [ T BE %% R R AR AF A4 T F SR K
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FCATHE K e 4 RS A 88 10 3 X ROl By 52 9 52 Wl o I ¢ B W A AN B v 0 A 1 I 55 P

4, T B RFE N b R R G RE A TR AR eV b X P =2 Tl 55 3 se ) 5t
ST 0 4H T O N RSB E R . Ngonghala et al(2014) 5898 HY L I B 4% IR 3 X g B A 77 2k
TG ELAEAMRE B AR BT B 27 28 BORUE Ju i S 3O PR T 3 . M58 i e G A AR IS A AR AL Y
B N3 AT B o AT e LA B AR R B SRR R A2 i 41 BT o DT T o — 4 T B85 2 PRI R 5 1% 45 3¢
L H SR DRI . TR 32 5 T wh oS Wi 1 [ K st XL AR 22 R TR S AT L BT VBUE S5 AR A7 IR
S A5 R R IR EE AR £ L (Kenway & Palmer,2007), — %6 58 g2 4 )i 53 PR 7 g 2t 5%
5k 55 BN ST UD  IE JTR BE B AL A B 5 A i R R AR T AL SE T AR ) S MR T . B AR
oS S IR T B A L BELRS BT R 55 RT3 o R 2% DR 5 06 ke 55 6L 14 e S O B AR T L BRI LB B 2 I —
TG sl R EE ST RN o BUR AR A I 22 01 i 9 SR BE 23 I A7 2 1) 28 A (Joshua, 2013)

ZE LR TR BT R AR R R R R A A B DI AR B AE AR B AL 3 R AE AR B B K
Gt AL RE AR NI GEA T HE B TE B TR B 2 IR B B . b B BT AR MR 4G 4 AR R BUR A
Fa Ao iR BN SRR HE S VR T AT IR ORI LS [T A .

(D)REFEAONS I ARRES#HESH

55 ) 1 5 Bt Kol AL 2 A MR TR EE B NN 1 20 A Y S R . Narayan et al(1999) 4%
TR SRR 3 28 . — 2" LA g g5 N7, B2 89 5k 5 52 )3 T+ & , LR B = 55 8l e J i B
AR s I R BRI 95 N7 R AR b sl I B 2 L FL DA AR T B 05 L 37 0 R & e L 25 i s 2D B B
e it 1 B8 IR G 55 M O ELAR A ORS 2 IR AE

Lgsha A BA iR E XA, RENINFEZ AN KB WEWR T EENEEZZEA
H . Fischer(2001) [a] Ju R i % P sk 48t 35 5 L IRL SR BE 8 N2 “ G i PE IR EE 2L IR 25 7. Gor-
don & Heslop(2014) fiff 7 3 [ 5% 35 5 BE 1) 22 2k 3 25 1] B0 % B R 6 N I 95 A i 95 N7 5% 956 il
N FgR g L3 A7 R BE B NS i % . Thusitha & Gunewardena(2017) Ji 3 L 2 K R i £ 4
B VR B i B L R R N G RE 5% T 3% IR RN 22 4 23 1R 5 3k 2 T M 5 62 . Pinilla-Roncancio (2018) BF 58 3
BT P36 E R R N K BERA T E I Z 430N . sk AN DMELLAR TS S 2 20F . 25 5 18 18 il vy
YHERF AR W BT S U S B R AL . Patel & Graham(2012) 3 F % J& fig 7 #5 BUBIF 5%
KB B TR R A A8 SR AR RONE » B AR SRS A R BELA- 0 A3 N 10 K A R W B e A O AR T AR TR
BT AL I 3R N A Z BB KR E IR T IE®E AN DR LEZ T A=A LIRS HE
L& B AR R E L

2. LA B R AA R WR AR A, RERRMX P SCH HIm TR R X, mRZHE
B0 BRIG LA IR R BB B IR (Calvo-Gonzdlez, 2017), Duncan (1992) % %% 3 [ [ [ 437 52 W7 #b X 14 %%
R BE G4 L > e R 32 BT SCAR i RE  ME DR T30k 2 0 B A KR BE 3T Il . Galasso (2006) ff
FER I B ] 8 % 1 R AT A R SR TR IR R AR AR A (LR B 2R R A R OR R R R TE T IR
JETTIR S B2 I 51 5 o ik = 20 ME LUK T SRR IR AL O K FERE ) B A B AN RTE B BET . Tilak
(2002) 45t - BUH FA A 51 304 1120 L PHLAS B A ML iRk 15 8 L 808 20 — A= 130 I B PR R BF
TR FE B IR b XL B 32 B T 58 AN R IR 45 IR 2R T 45 & i 5% b 2 Al 2s (Whitzman et al,2013),

SRMAMARZAAHRAETRH, —LLHLEFIHREI MR AN O WA GEHE DTS S
FAE BRI Jo ke kR A 7 B E 0 E AR FEBE . Cotter (2002) BIFFEHE Hi 78 5% I BLBCAS £
M2 A 2 A A AN RE AR R AR il SR (e 55 3h i rTRE VR M IR ST IR N O . fE e I — SE IR T A
PR i [X , %% TR 52 2 HRE 35 UK 25 R IR 9 4l (Calvo-Gonzdlez, 2017) , fEE & RLEF .. T 45
FaJ P R b B A7 AE A — BB oA lb A 1 9% AR B IR A R S 7 (pockets of deep poverty) , Ticka-
myer(1990) fF 58 A& BE » 5[5 1l X AT — 2 {d JE 57 3l 7 1E AR5tk " 20 [ BB R (9 3 300 1=
PR 5 B 22 A5 0D 1 A0 55 3 T B R AR N A RE AR A S0 B Al A s 3Lk 2 3 Bl P L B
WAL S IRSE . Miller & Weber(2003) BF 5 % B & [ K3 43 14 TR BE % TR b DX A 85 2l 3% 1y S
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RRFE I L HAT LAY 14 1 B T R Al B S0 35 4 Ml %6 0 T V65 M FE 5007l

G A L B 57 30 7 1 S BE R A T VR 5 IR0 S R U 7 e 4 5 3 0 19 5B A T A IR
VA I R 2 2 0 BR80T A TR S R 07 R R v [ % R
P 3 B 0 55 SR L ORI B BRI LA

(Z)RERELEHMEN HHHEEE
LR B A A R e ol B A, VR IR M5 B P G0 T e T MBI S A T %) B
PR SRR . ELSE DR 22 [ X 0 2 oy 0 27 DR VA 22 53 LR 48 PR O T I 22 I £ B 1 i — R
DRV 2 DR P 25 TR 00 0 45 SR D BN 0 2 7 3¢ o 25 0 DR 28 0 A TR K A 52
Bloom et al(2003) 4 Hi Al He ML B DR 556 - 25 T 46050280 S04 A6 9 M I 6 0 J% I of 0 £ 25 2
e o DRI 0o R T RS IR 1 9% 0 0055 SR . R E 9 DR A 4 W 28 384 KR f
3 HIZE 0I5 5 R LA IR AZIBE 5 B KI5 B I (Hulme - Shepherd .2003) . 5CBE4 4 A J VK |
VR 7 4 B TR FE A TR 2508 KA S T 2, Yaqub (2003) % — 3 % Jioft 51 5% 1) F ¢ 2291, TR
SRR o)1 W80 5 - MR R KT AR T . R 7 B A 6 RO R

2. AT A A AV B . G T VR B R B 4 0 BF 9 SR B8 o T X 5 DR B 5 9 )
W 1 23 » 25 S22 X T 7 R 20 A o DBl . DR B 5 K 3 R RV 06 Ik
i 355 2 5 PR B 7 B0 465 58 (Bane &- Ellwood, 1986) , 55 14 45 I i 7 47 » FLIFG S 1 STV HE 95 R
B K (Yaqub. 2000,2003). RSN 5 H S 5% (R VR BE 5 DRIEGH Bt 07 L 040 34 P 9%
PRI R (Hoy & Zheng.2008) . M1 £ BFSCHIE 52 Vi HE 74 IR 50 1 JL T3 0018 5 76 K R AR 2 0.
ASHE 500 HE o ¥ 2% B 40 I (Farah et al,2006) . 0 42 F 15 %% IR I 59 4 % 55 411 %%, Dutta et al
(20116 32 R 5 P A A 0 e 9 AR 50 UK Ao 58 R 8 25 8 /K O 5 0 80 XL 4
3 B HA T UB) VR % R B 7 5 S O AV 0B T 2 S5 % . Suryahadi et al(2016) %
L 7 1 9% W 5 0 5 290 DR FE 9 AL 11 B 4 AR5 OO % IR SR B 3 5
0 22 0L R G 3 2K 2 5 B s AL 1 AT B T TR 1 9 [ 5 1

A7 SR 36 T R 1 9 R 307 A 0 9 9 k#0575 7 SR 5 2 T /A SR DA X 38
JE2 T A3 VR 2 TR 25 00 1 9% . 7 X 5 DR B B A4 3R 58 I 5 190 3 65 o 9 i i
P55 B B3 A9V ASMBT (Hulme & Shepherd 2003, Y51 5 BRI G . % J 5 42 15 1 36 fk JL e J2 £
L0 AV HEAT S5 D 2B 5 T B A7 VR ARG 1

A REREEFNRRESPERNET

TRIE T IR D 4 BRAE BT IRRDEE - R4 23 A T v S0 00 5 AR 9 Al 9 T 58 A v [ B JRE 45 2%
WA TR 2RI A TN KA. TRt TR BE 5% IR A i A O 3 I A8 19 5 R ) 22 B A A
IO 1) FEL A1) A Y 92 5 5 A RE W BB R A o+ T A% B IR R e AN S A 1 JE R E M DX 45 A R AR B
K T B ATS 2 AR gk phe 22 R (ELAL T B 0T R B B IR A S o i % O 22 4 gy 2 R A R A o U 5 25
R+ I BT T AR X B2 IR I B B 1 U0 3R B3 1) IR

(— ) 3R B 2% ) i) o A i 1R

K A 20 HH42 60 AEARE 3h* ) 23 R B AN DIOK 8 A e e R B R L D R B 4R
Ak 2x 2 A I 8 St K R BT IR R 2 R PR 5000 AR OR 1E S I Hh B AR SR N 1T i
R E WA 23 SR E B i DAy G 53 18 TR 2 5% DR RRE A 0 ACHTR A1 -5 g ol 4K 5 55 T 37 19 T B A TR 3 T
GERE P AR AN R BEAE TR AR N H B R B 2 A 2R 5 Ml 20 R 3k [ SR A A )
FIY i DA A B BB M (Fox et al,2015) o AH b 58 [l a8 5 A - 25 1 7 3 2% R 81 35 2R i 2 % J3E 42 A
NI S i v [ RN TR 1 SR % T 28 G58 Afp DR TR J3E % DR Il L JT e 1) e AR T 0 B R 2 O 2 2 DR 3 Ml
B E A SE A5 R R A ECSUR B T MO T 3 5 BUR B9 D) RERUAE R ORI K S ST Y
I AU HEME 25 o B X DR 2 5 45 g ke e T 12 %) T8 JBE B8 R » LA B ol T 37 4 3 A 1 9 IR k2
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BT I R R 3 2 28 % 488 1 F AT 25 8 D 23 76 3% (Hulme & Shepherd, 2003) , Zarocostas(2010) #& H1,
SE [ RO IR AR T B J7 o A BR300 % B 3 28 7 0l AL 25 5 TR 30 B AN TR & 5% L BT LA 45 i) J5E A8 o 45
B T A T RE ) B M BO R o 2T R B R RS it R E R DA SRR AL

L5 & 5456 F 4, Thandika (2007) 2 %¢ T 5 b [ 58 19 Ul 23 B0 R A 5 20 5% o) A o 119 3l
PRl ——PHAT LA 52 0 3% 2 50K Ve A AL AT . Burcu (2012) WF 9% % 30 3 55 1 e A A B A TG — M
RNT 28 fiff TR B B TR B A 20 32 i X 2 — HLAR v B 5 9 TR B 23 DR F A 30T I 0 0 s A o b T o
AL 2 K A it S T I AOAT D 32 B R 3 e R, Kidd (2016) A o kG vk 2% 7] B8 3 30 1R 3% 7 & A 3R
T RAAF — ARG A 22 . R FT/INEUE DY — MR R e B RCAL (L7 X % 88 28 TR AR 110 9% 4 5 3k
N B AT AR 5 RCRALE 9 29 R (Khanam et al, 2018),

2. AR T RE AR S, ZAETIN I IE A B T X5 3 B 33 I R AE K 8 R 4 1 o
P T 254 W AT i R (Sen» 2009) . Alkire & Santos(2014) 1 g T 4 1 4> Bk ™ 5 3% [ 1) 2 4t 77 18 45
B (MPD & E T e R Gtk T W flt 7 AL ikds . 7E 2 EMESR T RRUR AR 2T ( FRHR 22 LU H PR 40 .
R AER 20 R TR B L TR A 45 M . 55 — T T, B 2019 ARk DR 48 3% 22 224K 15 & Banerjee,
Duflo,Kremer Jy Q3R ) — 2624 FR S 06 28 3% 27 07 vk 51 AW WE 5T AT I v 55 N A0 BOW 22 55 47
e BRSO ) FH BEAIL S 3 552 56 J7 125 78 e v [ G 0% B 28 A b DX AT ORI E R D A
RORVPAE G 1 B UR . HoE B R AR50 IR 220 W X S 5t 5 BB AL 1l 1) 2% %€ 117 52 3 5t BE (Deaton,
2010) , HORTE PR 98022 5 SR o] 5 AR e AL B 3T T B2 B 200 4h S A (B AR 2E — 2D 5T .

. e M b KAUE ey ek b DRI TR S HL I 21 IR A 33 IR 1 ml i g kE 2 2 R L
PeAw B8 B UIAS 2 S it o B0 HA RU0A BRI AT BORN -5 F B9 SE R 568 L B8 W RE LA Rk 2 ik e
AU ff v (Hulme & Shepherd, 2003), %% P i 55 ¥ 28 B¢ 2 WA TR B 23 1 3h & %0 B Z —
SRR AT (20000 $ H 45 [ N7 A 20 PR XU G 45 B DA oh B0 IR B 2T IR & 4E , 48 5 A8 AR Cempower-
ment) \ L 2x (Copportunity) , % 42 (security) ¥ B2 22 R XK B JEHESE . XF 95 N AT A8 77 PR B8 7 3CHr
SETFIREE , DL S S At 25 O B JENE o AT DA Rk % ik TR 5 2% IR M 55 2 9 7 98 SR A% R AH X 2R
W15 T8 19 4 & (Dutta et al,2011;Suryahadi et al,2016),

(D) FERRET

Hh ] L E AT B R R A ISR A ] i A BRR AR IR AUE 9 BRI M R B A IR 45 4
PE K Z 0B AL S LSS S HE U | 255 it R 5 R O BE AL ) e R A TR B B IR L 4R TR B
B VRl DX 2 AR B 5 R B A A o [ A € R B A IR B e L 4R S R IR N R B U 5 A
Xof B TR 42 o 1) 4 TR R s v ] A R % R 8 IR ) R ) o) BE I

B — o L TR B BT IR 1 2 BRAR AT i 5 A AL 20 A Y 2 At e R B AR DX N D) i 45 4 AR R
il S G I DA R AT R BE ST IR N A 2 AR Y B R AE O MR S B PR AL . 5 2 SR
HER AR TR BE TR N IR FF R ST 5L 2 TIREE & 48 T 436 M 0K 5 K OB . 2 FUB A 4 sl
Wt 22 4 3 PR 3% PRt V6] 45 2 TR 55 B0 9 O 9 o A DX A R R X R B AR O
BT AR R R T SR R = DR IR K 2 A ) R i DR R A BT TR T A A

B TOUHA) 55 0 R B A R S A AR HE T I T BOR e 2 5 2R IR R Y L RO TR R R AR
HH 22 S IR R B DRSS AR 2 PR B 43 . = DX = DL R A AR T TR B BT IR A A 2 dE A IR S K A A
FR 525 R AE AT B0 R 2R B A O A 5 i A 5 7l SRR N D AR BT 1 S A 2 R Ol iR
Do BERT il S R AR G BE LA B R AR L S R IR N I, A TR R R R A
3 B DRI W ) U N S AS B AR FR . A TR IR N T A T s iR 4 T 4 H A A P Y IR
TN IR 28 T A B0 Ei 6 B HR AR THIRBE & B 1k R R v A A X 23 IR B B

QL 55 (2018) F T MPT bR ifi: i) 2 4 3% R B BT FE R W1 76 b B P M XA 22 IR & . L E Fr 5 80H #3FF
A) L AP AE B S R REPE AR 1T
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B = TP A 2 v A T R DR A o B G T i R ) R IR B Y X 1 i [ B o
PG TEAL o — 5 T R 3% IR 2 AR 5 I AE A v [ R e~ % 52 23 DR 3 DX 22 A % g B 52 J2k MK
TR EE BT TR 5362 IR J3E 23 IR 3t DX 1 )2 THT 1 S 8 2 B30 DR P ot B 45 A T 1) 2 R DB L O 4 BRI 3 3%
36 B . 53— 7 T 6 L 2 A 98 8 5 TR B 36 o 1
J£ B DRI 1] R B 4 5 o 8™ . 1 R o 2 A5 T SR A S A s RIVPRBOSE 0 B BOIR A kL 2 T Sl
JEEAIE 35 G A 4 AT ) R D A DG FE o IO e ko ok B O A 5 B g g B A O R BRI Y TR T S
WETEAL . X AP A 5 A B S i BACA T A S BT L SRR B A B R O BOIR Bl 51 LB
AR H BB RS A A E R W R DR BT T A E S R E R 2B Mk S
WAL ST AS 5 T A S5 PR B IR 28 38 28 5500 v 28 5 0l 5 A R o X 15 fS L 0 1 DA g Ml X B Bk
PR R IO BT X L AH LGB EE | BV A5 ] 5 R I B O A T L R G R T B AT SR
S 23k
BN e AR WAV TR PSR, 2017 < By 3R I 10 A R R B R RN A A Rt SR B0 (PG AL AR AR R 22 i (Gl
BR2ERO VS 6 1,

ZE/NZs s 2018 COP R B BRI B B« VR B 2R IR L XA B AT 0D L N R B dm « ZEARRTHE VAR 14 11,

R B AR L2019 (IR BE BT IR b IX 28 U 3 K A 4% T S I 5 BT A S0 i AR ——— LA TG SRR DU 48 X 48] ) (U 2 B
O 2 M.

W Sabina Alkire 55,2018 ([ 2 4 20 H 090 B 5 70 %) (R IT & Be AR5 05 5 .

ST 2019 (TR AR P TSR = AR B 7 5% 1) BUAE iR 2 B I ) RO D 4 16 39
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Research Progress on Deep Poverty from a Structural Perspective

HE Lilong ZHU Fangming LIU Wanyuan
(Sichuan University, Chengdu, China)

Abstract; Deep poverty is expanding from a descriptive concept to an economic standard of measuring global se-
vere poverty, which has got a multi-dimensional and dynamic connotation as well as structural extensions on regions
and groups. Based on the development of axiomatic measurement method of poverty. the structural identification and
comprehensive measurement system of deep poverty could be constructed. Deep poverty has specificity in the degree
and nature of poverty that is different from poverty, and characteristics of structural distribution at various levels such
as regions, population groups, and dynamic evolution. Deep poverty is a reflection of inequality and social exclusion in
the survival crisis of vulnerable population in developed countries where dynamic control can be provided through safe-
ty net programs and employment assistance. In developing countries deep poverty is the result of the coupling of struc-
tural factors such as uneven growth and market failure, and it should be solved systematically through poverty reduc-
tion and comprehensive measures. The domestic academia should build a research model of China’s deep poverty struc-
ture, advise on promoting the high-quality cracking of deep poverty and controlling the risk of returning to poverty,
and contribute to the solution of the global deep poverty problem.

Keywords: Deep Poverty; Perspective of Structure; Poverty Identification and Measurement; Solution of Deep Poverty
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