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UTAE R AF AR TR X7 IR b DX AR I 2 A rh T2 R B B2 L 3% PRI A Jmy 5 b dsl 2
A RN . AT S EOR A R AT, Hir 2R IX 2 R K R
PRFA SRS, KUK SEORRE: . SRR Pl R EOCRE S, SR
MGG IFA RS Bl 3™, Y57 T 22 R DXL 35 0 AR gl 3G 1Y
IR AZ I, BEE RN T AR A, Bk 8 22 AR AT 55 31 0 AL AR 7= T JE AR
SRS, AELill o AR RIS G20 I 2GR, i, RAETIRIFMIX, HRit
HARAOHO 25 [ Jry S G S, FIHT S S MEKEs K R, BA =L Ie (e,

KIALOK, SCTail Ko MR ihe FEE T TAFK . g, WA
ASERT 4 5N 2 (Place-based Factors), HSZiESE RAFTETE . RAERIEETE
BRI, ISR 5L KA aAE e FEAA —2k, Sk aEsiil
HYAR RGN, AHVF 240X E A BE R A B, o 28 B A bR O R TR A SR I Y B
IR, W, RS IR E R L ST R S b 25 A X i 3G 4 2
HEZLZW, AT T RR R S AR R G RS A Tolk, AR 55 b 5 5l 6] 3 %500z 58
g HSE TR EAER AR A B, 5 =l b FORE ARl Xl B A T
EVEVER, X puE A2 AN 2 FEGEARTE AT, AR B T K e
ARS8 Oflk) FAAEMERROCER, RIBEARTA BB fil sl 3, (HX)E
TESEXT 1985—2009 4 H A4 GOEE I A0, B8R 4 ]2 1 S AR B A Sl 38 K 1 25 1
AHOG, ABZRER B X [ Y 48 55 3 R 1 1 ol A 3SR, kA, BUR AT LASE o BE il 15
TR SRS . BOR f  WPECRNI AR IR TE T 2T, BA R SR 4 ) O
FER R, BLEBRA S TR, BUNAAE R AR EA T b =", Kt o
JEE R BOR T TR B A TRAC IR, AT A Tl il 388 o s e 45 o) b 4 Sl gl 1)
WFFER], BUNSCH AR R 1D A0, S0IE K 1.03%, (HBG 5 A5 5L T4 5 286 1~
RIVL BT R B, BOR 3 B0 s B TR, IREIES A L A
TEHEJ1®, Gebremariam 55X 9 & K A3k (A BT L7 3230 11 X 417 > B os ) & B, UG
ST T S G B T Y, £R ST PR . AR A S U
A0S b P DR ORIl 1R RS M RIS R R 4 AT B — B AR

Bri PR RSN, AR AR B OREOA TR 2], PR -5 1 47 DX A3, 46 M B 45 ) 1R
% (Geo-structural Factors) XJIEA MY 38K A& 3435 A 0] Z B /R Y, 36 B A Hb PR
BARTRLI LA T HEA, BA AR gl K A E R . Posada SFAEMTF 5% 74
PEAF b 77 ol i &0, B KA R A sty sl 3 B B, KR L | 1
H U B3 s M DX 38 B BRCY - Felkner 25X 28 [ B9 30 M DX =5 B R3304 0 1 m,
FEAR AL AT G R T B3 0.0139%™ - 5 3 T 47 1) i B4 DX A7 )R 6 2 3 DB FH ™
Fe 5 AR A TG AR A W2 DY AR DGR, I 3 R AT DAAR AR T 2 B T L
25, BBV R AY P HN” (Spread Effects) SEEURY BRI KB, (B —J71H, 58
I T A R T S K T s 4 0, DASORAbATL 25 RN 1 R I W 5 | i i
SRHTTRE, SFN IR (Backwash Effects) HEATTEILILIC AR 72 BB
B:iBE ESY A lS I G Y B i 9= R Y s A [T 9 o LTI 7 O s 5 52 A1 A L
gl a3 Al N A A [ AN AATE, B X B 2 55 5 il 8 AR AT 52 i 2 i X
B2, 2 (RN X AL 3G A s i A5 21 T R EMFFEUESEC 7, RS 5 H X 5k
MR AL, A AR 2 AR S R R A SR R BRI At 125 2R

gr b, EWARNC TRl R LIRS 2R A 5T OIS £ 58 BB, (HiB e —E
JRfR . B, BUA SLUENESE 3 AT AR BRE L U A TR T M DX, BT R B DX
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FER o P E R B IR X R A T AP RS I X5 L, AR RS,
ZBEK B, AR . X AL HBEEREE DL 22 5 e i S i P A5 5 48 B
IR EAF R 22 5, A WIS ESIR e A U BEDE IR M DXl M IR A T B
ks H, EAWTEGIES T A MR AT REZENR, H o FH XKML
2o MNETHHIRMIER, WARKIESIAY N DREGE D “8R RPN X XSl 22
DAL G A e R A B N VRO, ZR AR T, (B3 )
ERTEN PIBFRON” WReZ M W, TG DR E IR, 22, i
N E RS 254 R R AR R iy, R U™ BISCRM, Behh, AR
SR . BEARBA SR R, DR T 3 DX A B R DR IR AR A A G
B, PR Sl R AR Z A DU IR 29, 52, AR H R
PE R 377 503 K A2 AL Al BE R AR ™, EARIE RSB E T N HAEAY 07
S, PR AN DB, sl KRS N R 1922 5724

HT U, ASCUFERTAMTTEEEA b, RETHE 140X, NEBUEY]
A, ds A [ A 7 106 2 (B A A BAEA AL AR, BF5E 2013 AR HESRTE
s S A AR A 8 BB 25 AR, B T R ARSI R o [R5 S N R
BEXF AR i B R, AR A OB ST g X Bk L =R,
IRITHET AN RN R A 22 PR 3t DA A0 A8 KAL) b 22 e s i, MR AT IR 3D
DXARA RV IR AL, MRS IFE T 0 B BR & 3C, UI AT U 22 IRGA B M Xk i
Fe Rl .

2

2.1 MREBEHIE

WFFE I (P EAR KRR IT R NE (2011—20204E) ) E A 144538 H 45 R
X, BpR#X . #EMX, RELIX, 550K, EHERARMAX , EERELIX
KSLWEFEREILX . FEIL—RATINX . BRI KL 28 L X E B St
PRICR B VG RIX  DUAREIX . s e =, o0 TaE 224 (/1K) H 6804
BT Beot, S EERHE R B BN 73.1%, 4 mF404.62 )7 km?, g4 [E
SRR 42.52%

G A B 3aA B X R R e ok B KN4 J) [ R it B S B I s R4k
Sl it Fnat S 2 BF R R A 2013—2017 4 P54F (P BG4 ) o ChE SR
%y, Hop, ARl NBONEE MO A RS 5E = MOl A B 2 il Bk S e
PREE B SRR A v R 2 e 2 DR R BT Rl A B rhots s S XA P B 11 i Do B Hf AR A
20134F (P i BB E 0 R 510) (P P s et ), XA B Al K BLIX AT
PN 8 | I BN N 1S R = BT B 7 N i /A - Boiy A e R @ A1 [T 6 s el B =8
WA TEATOA T S 2P B TCTE AR, AR SO B RE A 10 669 1.

22 MRFE

221 REUZTEEBEBIN KRS EEAE /38 (Exploratory Spatial Data Analysis,
ESDA) & HIWr 2 [ T i 2 00 16 s e S AF e S (M AR 3 L 25 () wil sk 2 [B] B AL 20 A7 119
BB AR s FNZ O 5 R R DX Bk AR A lealb 84K ) 28 (] B A e A 7
KB, VB R as A R B i B AT 45 F . Moran's TR 302 )32 N B BT ik 2
— o ARIGE HNZIT R AW B AR AR B K R T AR s (R R RARE, kxR



1474 i B 2E 76 %

" im,(x.—?)(Y,.—Y)
Moran's /=11 Z(Y Y), Y—lz (1)
33w
Kb n AR R X BEG w2 MACEREFE . Moran's 1HYBUEE B T-1~1 Z 0],
HHIT R R ERT 0, WFRRAEEIEMPZS [ AAEG, BT 1, 255 RRHE
E FRE/NTO0, WFRZSEAAE, BiE-1, SHABEESIE R . A5 a%
. UL S R BEAL A PRI A SR A A 2 i s i) ARG, IS4 1 Y e 423 (]
1+9J%@, M REA AT ARSI EE R R 23 BRI A, AR OLS A8,
AN, FEZS IR A wirie i b, R EE W A X BB AT E S 0] F AR L 3%
R A, AR SCHESE Queen SR A WAL HBE, B 24~ B A0 A7 AR 2[R A9 i A ks i
N zs A FF R ICR BN 1, SN0, XTFAFAN O MEREA, W& SR ponES
) EIfARESE, TR T2 [ B Zs RIDCIe M, AT o8 A4 ] BRI B 8 T R
#0225 [ A FE#E S (Inverse Distance Spatial Weights Matrix ), B[ H-Jaf[a] #5285 e, AR
/)N, 23 ] BT 22 [ A EL R MR o
222 ZBREZTEMEEIFRE KM Z et MIHEA! (Ordinary Least Squares, OLS)
E AR IUERIY (Benchmark Model) o Z55 AEA MY I AL 55 22 IR 3 DX 1) A1 K
BAE ] AR, R B AR O KAy AR B, [ AR A BN BRI
fill . TR LS . BURF TR, AFEIRSS . MK AT AT, AR E AL
PR HE X AR L G VR FIALH (1), OLSHIARIZRIA N
y=a+2X[)’+g (2)
JCEP ¥R 201745 2013 4E44 ELAER WO AZ X 2022 5, DA s E AR ol 3tk
s oA X A AR ﬂﬁ@ﬂ%xﬁl eNIRZEI, FBBIMR L, AR
lk%ﬁﬂl_%:ZOBﬁi?ﬂﬁn?jﬁiﬁﬂfiﬁl‘, ZVACE . S . BUR TR, ARG M s
AL SRR AL BRI R (AR . eAh, BRI AR B FIRAE A e AR 4, HA AR S 394
XPEARAL L, SEA T 22K TR B, 8 T e 55 = F 2 R AR AR R

®1 BELTEEXSHAMSRIT

Tab. 1 Definitions and descriptive statistics of the independent variables

eSSyl A b K| BT Bif FrifiEs

oyt ol Il 2013 AERA A AT N) 7.34 9.52
ZTF K- X A= BUE(fZTT) 52.82 45.52

[ %8 BE P44 9% 15 GDP (%) 115.90 71.73

SR B S GDP L (%) 59.11 43.70

et ) SN A GDP He (%) 37.93 14.49

55 =7 AV & GDP HE (%) 36.91 11.52

S il N IEFBEG S GDP HE (%) 53.00 39.95

AL g5 R ANHVINFEER(N) 1233.36 306.77

BT NI AR EL R ) 31.04 14.98

H PR A PR 2 SR SR HIE AL IR FE (S B R B A 57 1% 3.21 2.03
AEHI K (mm) 877.34 526.84

T AL BT R 2 2 (km) 1271.49 878.93

Bl F A I T AT I [B] (min) 98.45 79.83

F AR 2SRRI T A ] (min) 254.04 212.80
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ZEILLNE, A ORI A T 7 R Y, LB L5 25K PR X AR AL 4%
KA, HARA R B A 2 B R

2.2.3 THEIGEERE B ERE AR K T REAFTE T A A5 1 500, AR SC
PEREZS [ J5 AR )77 (Spatial Lag Model, SLM) HEATSIEZMT, LATRAME Guibi Al 2 11
A3 MR A AN R o AR T8 T ] 10 22 (1] B0 PR B LM B0 A i DX B2, R A 2%
PRV AR 1 A4 25 T8 i 12800 [ R, ) P ks R 28 LAl o7 A i B R 3 R E A il Y
M, HRIKRA -

y=pWy+Y Xp+e (3)
K y AR XA E; AARIERE, St {28 XXy Bs2m ;. wokas A E
MR wy MIRAS R ZS RIS T p M RpAb TR ZS 18] B [DE 28, ke T i Bk AR R
AV XS AHBIX (R 5 e MBEMLIRZEI

3

3.1 dERBA T EIRE

r ] R PR b X AR A L BT /N . 2017 4F4 [ 14435 F e IR Hb X R 4 sl A 5
415920.60 5N, 5aE B 10.44%, X—HBIA BT PEANORN L (17.62%).
144 F RAELe skl A8 s N LR 24.2%, A% T2 EE 4K (40.8%), UiH]
METFHR A AR L & AT S, HA BRI Mk e as ),

MR XZHE, 1405 7R X SRR SOAF AT R 2 B 255 (FR2). kil
FEE, 2017 RAILIX . SRR ILIX , ZEELIX , EEE A ERALIX 40 B X agAEAe st A
BISTE 600 5T ALL L, i 1440 KAER WO S AEY 61.3%, PEIX . BRI, U4
s DX I s P i — o AR R N, AR R 100 07 . SR B R L, Kl
X B, AEIX 2 X AR B m, Yt 60 Akm?®, PEHETX . 1Y
ALK VGBI KRG, 7 15 Nkm? LR sl b e b, B X, KHi
AR ML AL 7 BN A F Bl s, YR 30%, (EAMIE T A ESEX K fiE s
= VB XA S R, AN 15%.

MWEZ A, &8 03EAstl MR 2 E (K 1a). 2017 AL M
BRREEFEL TR M T IX, PUZRE X 256 XA 52 X A5 H
X, BUALZAE30 0 LA L, PUARRIX . DU LK . i me e — P A P 58 1L X 45 B
RN, ZHE3 AT o BRI ER2ZFER (B 1b). PR EAE
Aol 2 B B e A X, AL B BT 160 A /km?s B FER/INW B A BN
2, BRVEHX . DUA R X S RN X AN, T R %A B L X, JE P 8 L X
F R ZE B AR % B YA L 25 N/km?®s AER MBS FU IR AR 55 il UK
FARL (F 1) RENLIX ., ZRIX, el Xt X4 BAR b AT 5B A
B R R 55 e, UK | JECP 0 L DX S5 b F AR, 5 b X 22 AR
3.2 JERBA T EIE K E

Hh R DR DR AR T R K # 2013—2017 4F[1] 144153 FFR
Ho DX AR A S B I T 1010.26 J1 A, B8RSR K 20.57%, B 5 T 4 2K
(7.37%), KWL R ZREUERSTBOR B AL, (R X ERA e R 22 (R2).
e e e N IR B, IR 111.71%. B E X . SEL X B, iy
ML 40%. THEER X Fe—AATI0 XK A 2R te, s SR T2 EKFE, NI
KA, ZEWMX, KALX, 28510 XSGR B K B XIS K2,
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F2 HEHERSEXRIERFHICREIT L
Tab.2 Comparison of non-farm employment in the contiguous destitute areas of China
- 20134FEAR 20174FRA& 20174FRA& 20174FAEf& 2013—20174F Wi e
X ol NE ol A% ol 2 B b AT el .
TR N Oknd)  ALBles)  smkioihy Y

KANIX 974.28 1154.31 199.11 31.9 180.03 18.48
RS ZW L X 83.29 117.87 15.81 17.6 34.58 41.52
TR A X 49524 603.75 35.90 20.1 108.51 21.91
PRI X 181.23 213.75 14.57 14.5 32.52 17.94
AN 282.00 405.03 64.89 20.0 123.03 43.63
B IIX 286.72 454.73 88.58 38.7 168.01 58.60
BRI 73.61 79.60 23.65 19.7 5.99 8.14
ZEINX 726.12 918.77 47.74 26.9 192.65 26.53
A5 i X 80.52 90.71 222 16.4 10.19 12.66
BRINX 500.92 544.16 51.04 21.8 4324 8.63
R ILIX 914.72 951.88 64.47 27.4 37.16 4.06
Fa X 41.80 48.46 1.41 159 6.66 15.93
s P 95— b 46.38 98.19 20.57 12.7 51.81 111.71
WE—AATIL X 223.51 239.39 40.80 21.8 15.88 7.10
144 7 X G 4910.34 5920.60 15.43 242 1010.26 20.57
4[] 52806 56696 59.06 40.8 3890 7.37

LRI (ON)
=294~17600

=1114422~165264
= 17601~37619 =2165265~238599
=37620~59955 ==238600~331066
=359956~83300 == 331067~437995
=183301~114421 mm 437996~738793

c. Bk

BBl
—ER —BR
— R X5
B B (%)
m21~7.7 = 22.9~269

= 7.8~11.7 = 27.0~30.9
= 11.8~15.2 == 31.0~36.9

= 15.3~19.0 = 37.0~46.5 ¢ 500 km

= 19.1~22.8 == 46.6~59.9

e BT A SRR bR v PR AR 55 3l 77 115k GS(2016)1579 5 b s Pl 7 , P JGAB T4
2017 4 ] 3 e R DX B A e ol ) A A 4% )=

1

0 500 km
1

b. Bk 25

=1 41.9~60.6
= 60.7~82.5

PR B X
Mel—KATIIX
BRIIX
BEILX
KNI REILIX
REEINX
ZEINX
KANLX

45 31X

9 FEFHEEILIX
10 BZIX

11 BB B
12 FErsaE =i

13 PYGEIX
14 A#ILX

0NN A WN =

Fig. 1 Distribution of non-farm employment in the contiguous destitute areas of China at the county level in 2017
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BRI K R B B A s (R o St s (K12) . fEXG R 7T, Wi sy
Mrasn, BsEdEfesil K r#iX S5 S E M REXE) FZRIGILX ., B
X LA S Z3 LI XA AR, X e DI il o iR s DX (3 B IR Y SR 4R X )
FER G I X HNE PRI X, 7R3 T, S AR 4 BAR YIS 3N 7.91%, 72.05%
AYESEEE TR, SEIETE 13.10%; 27.95%E MBI K, P -5.46%., Bk b
F, ARl idis b n Bas i s An Aa g, miEHEA sl KB B A 8 R o

a RS

e reryl i R

m-27~26 =17~2.0 m —28.9~15.0 = 5.1~15.0
m-2.5~20 m21~25 m —-14.9~-5.0 = 15.1~30.0
=-1.9~1.6 =2.6~8.1 0 500 km =-4.9~0.0 =30.1~99.9 0 500km
—=-15~1.6 — = 0.1~5.0

e T [ SRR b v IR 55 I3 TSR GS(2016)1579 5 HAR B I IR | IS I JGIE M
B2 2013—2017 4 [ 32 F 4 R DX LA o sl 2 ) 38 A% =)

Fig.2 Growth pattern of non-farm employment in the contiguous destitute areas of China at the county level from 2013 to 2017

HAEEE, WA XA SR Jr—
WRAFAEE W WA IR . L TRERA omagepeom
KA BRI K BT E R X AR AEs R
WRE D WA FE LA B K g AREkRRR

7 7/ kKl
447
oS
I 93

FREFARE (H3), gitgm, sg R 1 1

B i T LR L T R e o 151

8.51%, WH & TIEMAE (6.65%), Tii 0 3 6 9

B BRI EAF B 7.13%, EAR SRR (%)

TAREERL L (9.03%) . LA, FI3 RIS AR AR K0
K%'LL:J:H‘ I:ﬂlﬁ@f 'T_L:J:é BTJQ%“E’JE\* Fig. 3 Comparison of non-farm employment growth rates

SEIRE KRR 9.50%, Wt E TALTE il among types of border counties

FUEARGF A KRR E (4.47%)

ANEN RS BLAE 2 (0] oA AR A 0 3K YA B 25 55 . iR AT HIEE, AR
SORFE R R X A B A AR (205 ARLF) . AEHEER (20~50 75 A) FIA
KE (505 AL L) o ANEUEL B e 25 0] 40 A LAY S (B4) ., Hi Ar/hE 2294,
AR T PR KRN DO R 1K, AR AL I R BRI Atk F B R ) Bk
31.44%, 5 TARF X K, dhasEL 2854, AridaxT i), FEA TR
FELLX  SHEL—ARATINX , ZSEIX, EPGAEEILIX  EAEBARALX . ZE X FGE
S SR N, P AR BLSZE AR AR I K E il s, 3k 74.04% . KEL 155, FEES)
ATFRHILX, PELX, SFELNXMRELX, ROEZTR A KRR, 28084k
Al KBNS

FEUER BT RIS St Aok, o B PR b DX B3 AR A sl 1 2 R] 25 5 SR B A R R 3
ARSCHE N FUIMAL B 28 R A BRI AR 5 2280, 255820132017 4F F DX AR BAS [R]AAR L Jak
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—ER AR GRS (e Cme s

— R RBR — R R

SEVIIK TR (%) AR R (%) ¥
e ETY = it
m—-14.9~). = 1~3U. m —]4.9~-). [ | i L B

=40.0.0 301601 00km = 40600 wm301-77.9 O 500km
=0.125.0 = 0.125.0

AR (%)
= —11.2~10.0 =5.1~15.0
=-99~50 =m15.1~30.0
=-49~00 =m30.1~99.9 0 500km
= 0.1~5.0 —
e T [ SRR b v IR 55 3 RS R GS(2016)1579 5 H bR b RN IR , i I JGIE M,
4 2013—2017 4 [ 3% 45 PR i IXOR [RIIRE BL A sl 4 4%

Fig. 4 Growth rate of non-farm employment by county size in China from 2013 to 2017

AR G 2 S AT AR A H . R 3TN, SAFRIAR R R AT ORI ECRI N e, R
T IR DX EL AR ARy IR ) 22 S e W i /N . i 2, ARA AU/ N B L
Kurpl, SR K 1 BSOS BE— PR T IR 48 K0k i X AR 2E 500 i
AFERBB AR HNZER, BB EZORIEE kst kB, A
IR B A R 2 S, BB SRS, SR RIg /N 2R AANZES (i
0.143[%%0.089) . MAHANZERFE, ANH/NLZEEAERBOE 2 RECR, HALEU,
AR FRRSHII .. nTIL, 2 BRI 22 i) R R 2Ok A ANER
ELULR a5 BN B2 S R e

&3 2032017 FHEERFRMXBFHEAR L ERSBRSEET

Tab. 3 Disparity decomposition of non-farm employment in China at the county level from 2013 to 2017

2013 4F 20144 20154F 20164 2017 4F
5 RAL 1.296 1.231 1.197 1.196 1.174
FIRFREL 0.154 0.116 0.102 0.104 0.097
ZH A1 2R FE 5L 0.011 0.010 0.009 0.009 0.008
ZHNFEIRAEEL 0.143 0.106 0.093 0.095 0.089
<2007 A 0.177 0.164 0.171 0.160 0.146
20~50 75 A 0.185 0.128 0.116 0.119 0.119

=507 N 0.115 0.088 0.071 0.074 0.065
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4

4.1 FEEBER RIS

ARSI 20132017 4 o [ 1 F 475 PR 3t DX R AR R AR [l R L ol o s v 34 328 1Y)
Moran's I4tiTH, KA X EK K Moran's 77 0.211, AR EF1H 48 B4 Moran's 743
247 0.063 #10.047, PAEIIEAT 1%0 W MR T . 25 A9 0E 1) 25 0] 3 AR G UL RH AR il
R BAEZS ) DA SRR, RS B RN, AR T B 2 Al A
SV A7 AE R L5 M RO BRI 23 () SC R IE o T OLS AU R A A TR 25 0] [ R AH B
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Tab. 4 Spatial econometric results of the total sample

OLS SLM
Q) (2) (3) )
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Log likelihood -462.21 -464.50 -453.06 -455.50
FEACGE 669 669 669 669
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Tab. 5 Spatial econometric results by county size

<207 N 20~50 J7 A =50 A
OLS SLM SLM
(D )] (3) (4) ) (6)
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Fig. 5 Influencing factors of non-farm employment growth by county size
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The spatio-temporal variations and driving factors of non-farm
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Abstract: The focus of China's battle against poverty will shift from relative poverty to
absolute poverty. The fundamental measure in the new stage of poverty governance is to
promote transformation of destitute areas by increasing their non- farm employment
opportunities and ensuring fully effective employment for the poor. Based on county data from
2013 to 2017 covering 14 contiguous destitute areas of China, the spatial econometric model
method was adopted to analyze the spatial growth trend of non-farm employment in these areas
and its driving factors since the implementation of the poverty alleviation strategy, and the
differences in the drivers of non- farm employment under different population sizes were
distinguished. The results were obtained as follows: (1) Non- farm employment exhibits a
strong spatial non- equilibrium. (2) The growth of non- farm employment is faster than the
national average, with apparent characteristics of spatial heterogeneity and clear tendencies of
convergence. (3) There is substantial spatial dependence on the growth of non- farm
employment among counties in the study areas. Place-based factors and geo-structural factors
have jointly affected the growth of non-farm employment in these areas. The level of initial
employment has a restraining effect on non-farm employment growth. However, the regional
economic scales, the availability of financial capital, the industrial structure, the level of basic
education, the proximity of market to provincial capitals or megacities, and the flat or humid
geographical environments have significantly contributed to the growth of non- farm
employment in destitute areas. (4) The determinants of non- farm employment growth in
counties at different scales have significant differences. This research provides support to
further research on the growth of non- farm employment in poor areas as well as poverty
governance and regional transformation and development in the new period.

Keywords: destitute areas; non-farm employment; spatial growth; spatial econometric model;
China



