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[Abstract] Based on the panel data of 100 cities at pre—
fecture level or above this essay empirically analyzes the syner—
gy effects of city size and industrial structure on urban poverty in
China by comprehensively using Econometric Methods such as
GMM and Threshold Panel Model. The results show that: First—
ly there is a U — shape relationship between urban poverty and
city size; Secondly the relationship between urban poverty and
industrial structure is different in different regions: there is a
negative correlation between industrial structure and urban pov—
erty in the east while a U — shape relationship between the two is
found in the mid — west. The influence of city size and industrial
structure on urban poverty is mutually restricted.

[Key words] industrial structure; city size; urban pov—
erty; Threshold Panel Model
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