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Evaluation of the rural poverty fund’s efficiency of the state-supported poverty-stricken
countries: Based on data in 2006-2011 of 20 poverty counties in Hunan
ZENG Zhi-hong, ZENG Fu-sheng
(College of Economics, Hunan Agricultural University, Changsha 410128, China)

Abstract: The paper constructed the investment structural model and source structural model of the rural poverty fund’s
efficiency based on Cobb-Douglas production function, and made empirical analysis by using the data in 2006-2011 of 20
state-supported poverty-stricken counties in Hunan. The results indicated: the output elasticity and contribution rate of the
rural poverty funds from different investment and source were low and the structure was imbalance and the poverty funds
was inefficient. Among, SECH (Science Education Culture and Health) investment got higher output elasticity,
meanwhile it was benefit to the growth of rural per capita net income, however, the output elasticity of infrastructure
construction investment and the contribution rate of the growth of rural per capita net income which was made by the
investment were both negative. The central and provincial poverty relief fund still played the vital role in fighting
poverty its output elasticity and contribution rate of the growth of rural per capita net income were both higher than other
capital channels’. The rural poverty relief fund would play a more important role by coordinating organically investment
structure factors, source structure factors and other factors opening up new capital channels increasing investment and

optimizing internal structure.
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