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2013-2020

“ " 2013 -2020
1
GDP
2018 1
1
1
[ [
139 101 1391( 1017(
2020 12647.67 1346 - 2251.62 2384.98 1.67 - 1.77 -
2020 5692.08 1346 1027 1001.21 1056.67 0.74 0.97 0.79 1.03
2020 644467 1346 1072 1120.88 1178.89 0.83 1.05 0.88 1.10
2019 11915.25 1308 - 2097.79 2214.61 1.60 - 1.69 -
2019 534567 1308A 1015A 926.88



2015 4039.17 971 790 694.22 727.46 0.71 0.88 0.75 0.92
2014 7623.08 888 - 1315.21 1379.83 1.48 - 1.55 -
2014 3233.67 888 923 548.98 573.03 0.62 0.59 0.65 0.62
2014 3675.75 888 706 628.02 656.86 0.71 0.89 0.74 0.93
2013 6682.58 805 - 1142.54 1195.28 1.42 - 1.48 -
2013 3163.17 805 700 534.14 556.59 0.66 0.76 0.69 0.80
2013 3203.33 805 630 550.77 577.21 0.68 0.87 0.72 0.92
1 65 60
1 2013 2018
100 200 2018
2
[
139]( [
139 101 101](
2020 1100 500 200 2183.68 2591.41 1.62 - 1.93 -
2020 108 200 30 464.07 598.03 0.34 0.45 0.44 0.58
2020 108 300 30 618.88 811.09 0.46 0.58 0.60 0.76
2019 1010 500 200 2093.68 2501.41 1.60 - 1.91 -
2019 103 200 30 459.07 593.03 0.35 0.45 0.45 0.58
2019 108 200 30 464.07 598.03 0.35 0.44 0.46 0.57
2018 930 500 200 2013.68 2421.41 1.66 - 1.99 -
2018 98 200 30 454.07 588.03 0.37 0.47 0.48 0.60
2018 103 200 30 459.07 593.03 0.38 0.49 0.49 0.63
2017 850 500 200 1933.68 2341.41 1.71 - 2.08 -
2017 80 100 30 281.26 356.98 0.25 0.30 0.32 0.39
2017 85 100 30 286.26 361.98 0.25 0.31 0.32 0.39
2016 750 500 200 1833.68 2241.41 1.74 - 2.13 -
2016 78 100 30 279.26 354.98 0.27 0.32 0.34 0.41
2016 85 100 30 286.26 361.98 0.27 0.32 0.34 0.41
2015 645 500 200 1728.68 2136.41 1.78 - 2.20 -
2015 78 100 30 279.26 354.98 0.29 0.34 0.37 0.44
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2014
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2013
2013

85
540
78
85
470
75
65

100
500
100
100
500
100
100

30
200
30
30
200
30
30

286.26
1623.68
279.26
286.26
1553.68
276.26
266.26

361.98
2031.41
354.98
361.98
1961.41
351.98
341.98

0.29 0.36
1.83 -
0.31 0.30
0.32 0.41
1.93 -
0.34 0.39
0.33 0.42

0.37 0.46
2.29 -
0.40 0.38
0.41 0.51
2.44 -
0.44 0.50
0.42 0.54

2013

65

2018




[ [
139]( 101]¢
139 101
2020 634 - 500 200 2183.68 2501.41 3.44 - 4.00 -
2020 634 602 200 30 464.07 598.03 0.73 0.77 0.94 0.99
2020 634 355 300 30 618.88 811.09 0.98 1.74 1.28 2.28
2019 600 - 500 200 2093.68 2501.41 3.49 - 4.17 -
2019 600 575
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1%
2% 3%
2017 2019
65
65
1
1 65
1
4
2% 3%
60 +0.01 +0.02 +0.02 +0.03 - -
65 +0.02 +0.02 +0.03 +0.04 - -
60 +0.04 +0.05 +0.06 +0.08 +0.15 +0.18 +0.31 +0.37
65 +0.05 +0.07 +0.09 +0.10 +0.21 +0.25 +0.43 +0.51
60 +0.09 +0.09 +0.14 +0.15 +0.34 +0.35 +0.70 +0.72
65 +0.12 +0.13 +0.19 +0.20 +0.46 +0.48 +0.96 +0.99
60 +0.02 +0.02 +0.03 +0.04 - -
65 +0.02 +0.03 +0.04 +0.05 - -
60 +0.04 +0.05 +0.07 +0.08 +0.15 +0.18 +0.30 +0.37
65 +0.06 +0.07 +0.09 +0.11 +0.20 +0.25 +0.41 +0.51
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60

+0.09

+0.15

+0.33

+0.66

65

+0.13

+0.20

+0.45

+0.92
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. 2014 * —_— Ordered Probit "

2014 8 77-83
2019 * " 2019 10 112-
121
2017 ¢ : " 2017 6 92-98+163
2020 * " 2020 6
3-20
2014 ¢ " 2014 01 17-21
2016 —_— " 2016 2
104-114
2018 —_— " 2018 11 175-186
2022 ¢ " 2022 1 47-57
2019 * —_ " 2019
08 110-119
2013 * —_ " 2013
2 44-48
2019 " 2019 1 92-100
2019 * " 2019 8
156-160
2019 " " 2019 6 122-127
2022 —_— "
2022 1 146-165
2016 " 2016 4 74-80+123
2016 7 2016 11 59
2017 —_— " 2017 9 112-119
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Measurement and analysis of the contribution of basic
pension to the suppression of relative poverty in the
elderly——Take Shanghai, Henan and Gansu provinces, for

example

Chen Yang Bian Shu Guo Yaling

Institute of Population Research, Liaoning University, Shenyang 110000,China

Abstract: Starting from the goal of suppressing the risk of relative poverty in the elderly by the basic pension payment level, and by
constructing the basic pension to suppress the relative poverty contribution coefficient model to measure the ability to suppress the relative
poverty of the elderly, the quantitative analysis of typical provinces and cities in the eastern, central and western regions is found to be: (1)
The relative poverty coefficient of the basic pension insurance of urban enterprise employees and urban residents slowly rises year by year,
and there is no obvious one-way development trend in the coefficient value of rural residents during the calculation period. (2) The ability
of urban enterprise employees and rural residents to suppress relative poverty is relatively similar, and the ability of urban residents to
suppress relative poverty is the weakest. (3) The ability of basic endowment insurance to suppress the relative poverty of the elderly is
obviously insufficient in the rest of the provinces in Shanghai, and the differences between regions are large. (4) Raising the minimum
payment level and subsidies and delaying retirement have obvious effects on improving the contribution coefficient of suppressing relative
poverty. On this basis, relevant countermeasures are proposed.

Key words: Basic Pensions; Relative Poverty in old age;Contribution Factors;Group Comparisons
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