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The poverty reduction effect and difference of poverty alleviation policy of
preferential agricultural insurance
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Abstract: Based on the data of “China Family Panel Studies” from 2014 to 2018, the poverty reduction effect of poverty
alleviation policy of preferential agricultural insurance has been empirically tested by using the fixed effect model. The
study shows that the poverty alleviation policy of preferential agricultural insurance has dramatically increased the
income level of the poverty-stricken rural families. The poverty alleviation policy of preferential agricultural insurance
has different poverty reduction effect: the proportion of financial premium subsidy, the proportion of self-payment
premium reduction and the amount of agricultural insurance compensate have a significant positive impact on poverty
alleviation of the rural poverty-stricken families, while the agricultural insurance rate has no significant effect on poverty
alleviation. There is still the phenomenon of “getting out of poverty and returning back to poverty simultaneously”, which

deserves great attention.
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