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Poverty Alleviation and Spatial
Autocorrelation in Thailand

— Empirical Analysis Based on Spatial Econometrics

HOH OE M

The purpose of the paper is to show the difference between the
result from an OLS estimation model without the spatial autocorrelation,
and the result from a spatial econometric model with the spatial
autocorrelation, using the provincial panel dataset in Thailand. The
estimation result of the spatial autoregressive model (SAR model) suggests
that spatial autocorrelation of the dependent variable (the change of the
poverty ratio) is observed, and its effect is relatively large. This finding
is consistent with the recent studies, which claims that the spatial
autocorrelation effect has a large effect on the poverty alleviation. The
policy in terms of poverty alleviation should be considered in connection
with the spatial autocorrelation effect.
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RIS fERERT O K HEDU T IS L, 2004 AT 11% &\ ) Bl & T
LTw3,

ZO—/T, F19E2, M2HRT LI, Nvazehifigic iy
TIREI R ERIEEOWERR S 15 DIloxt LT, AL st tisic
WTIFERIEEEOSE A E— FOMNIISE OISO EE L T b, 2Dk
2, ¥4 OZHIEIR, —EEETIERIERYEZ B Tdv 28, iRz
R BS E L CRIBEOREZZ 250, WEFRRELIELE L THET 2,

= 1. HWARICRICERELRDHR

HAL (%)
1988 | 1990 | 1992 | 1994 | 1996 | 1998 | 2000 | 2002 | 2004
Nyay 15.06 | 10.94 6.00 2.86 1.58 1.69 1.62 2.22 1.64
R I 3916 | 3214 | 21.20 | 1643 | 1119 | 11.89 | 1049 8.04 5.09
B H s 48.04 | 36.75 | 35.56 | 25.39 | 16.80 | 17.01 | 2345 | 1871 | 16.24
HALERH | 55.94 | 5113 | 47.35| 37.03 | 25.65| 29.00 | 35.03 | 2374 | 17.16
T M 3 44.94 | 3845 | 29.37 | 25,55 | 17.20 | 20.12 | 17.06 | 13.85 7.82

HiFF : NESDB (2008)
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R 2. 2004 EHICR T 3R - HEElic RI-BEIBIE

HHTA > L E s ARAL [ &Ad

s BB ST NTAT (%) 100 i X
Nyay AR EB 1853 1.64 0.108 6.608
BSOS 1853 1.64 0.108 6.608
BT 1525 3.29 0.166 5.055
R RS 1243 6.01 0.591 9.834
BSOS 1339 5.09 0.757 14.889
HB TR 1294 8.31 0.202 2435
B 15y =Y Sy 1089 18.31 1.705 9.312
BSOS 1131 16.24 1.907 11.747
HB TR 1229 10.30 0.407 3.954
HALERH T | AR 1043 18.72 3.243 17.326
BSOS 1078 17.16 3.650 21.279
HBTHEB 1313 4.56 0.093 2.057
BT R 1116 8.88 0.561 6.319
BSOS 1164 7.82 0.655 8.376
#B T 1525 4.86 0.978 20.109
EoUIN AR 1110 14.26 6.101 42.791
BSOS 1242 11.25 7.079 62.900

HFF : NESDB (2008)

2. 74 ®D Poverty Map (1988-2002)

[ ]0-7.4% B 24.9-35.2%
[ 74-142% B -352%
[ 14.2-24.9%

T : Jitsuchon, S. and K. Richter (2007)
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PSSR O B T, 15 < 13 Myrdal (1957) %2 ET, 29 L HUSHIA
HEOHGRD SN T 503, BlfEld, 29 L ARMEO Mg, B2
EE LTI DB AITbNS X 912> T2, Jaran and Ravallion
(2002) TiX, HIBHMICHWI ST 3 & 9 B B\ Tld, 2 DHbIE
HIREPE SO BN D BRI B 2 ATREME DS 2 E 2HhE O F— 2 2T L T
\»%, Epprecht and et al (2011) TiZ, b FLADF—F ZH T, DHER
R A~D 7 7 2 AN RZ L T B AL 08, XD ERICHED 23w
TEEHODIZLTWS, ¥, ZD10EELS BAIERINE L) Tk
7z Poverty map % EH 29 LA Ciin T2 Z L b ARETH A9, &
72 LBE DI TH % Olivia et al  (2009) Tl&, Elbers et al (2003) 7 &
TR I T 2 EARIN A Poverty map fERTIETIX, 421 H CAHBE % &
BL TV B0, B E 417z Poverty Map ICKELANL 7 ABELCTLED
fEfEZ2 L T3,

¥ 2R (2000) RZEH (2007) Loy AT AHSETH, 29 L
THUSI A SERIB ORGR 2 I L Tw» 3,

Z 2T, AR CIR BRI O ZE MR 2 Ik 3 2 WES O D iitd U fE
VL RN R BRI E BB L R R IR L, 0 X9 RiEn
MO INDEDOPEMEEL T,

52 fiiciE, ARTH W 3 EHRE TV OB & 2 REHER A R L
T D BRI DB S 1T\, T 27— OBHBATH . & 3 Jiclafz!
FEROBEZITO, 4 HTHRZRIEL 20,

2. EFIET—Y
2.1 ZEHHERFZEETI

ISR A7 Z2EIHRAE & 1%, B 2 =YX (BB IR 2 & DfTIX 5y, ##%
JERRIE 22 & OHBBEESAM X 53 7 &) 1B 723 a v 7 B, Mo 22mINX oy
WS OBANEE b > THEEER 5.2 5 £ 9 HRIR. O F D IFZEMNIX S oM
BB BRI EET 2 2 L2 BKRT 2, 29 LEBHRIIHENICBZE T
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205, BIZIE, HHEHICEEOER-MPEL 5A, 2o DERIC X 24458
A (B 213X Marshall DFHTMEZ &) 13, Z2 OEEELERDA L T 2800
BREZ L 72 HUB D STk D RE W EEZ SN D7D (LRI ST 7o B2
RIS 2 L W) HRME), ChooEBsZE L I-afskoons24
9o ABIC DMl & DOARBE T O TR TE 75 EDIIPTICH 29 L%
MR % E2ZBR L oM % v, Buc, 29 L HIBRm i 22
HOFPEDHE B % NN IUTTHAITIE, 205 ZIELL 2297121340
RINZNA TADBEL B2 L L b, ROMHALREHITIE, HIlZ IS I
MRKESEONZBATH Y, THEERIIF—r R ETir k(B3I NS
FOEIMNCHBIBIRAMAE S 2 M CRIIMBY) <d 2., M2 HBIBIRD
BE IR E SR & E L, RIS ST IS AR H AR 2 B B 5 A
1F. Mz OLS #EE i — 30 b RRtE & Fie v,
HEFHERFEETE TV O MBI T O & 9 il $ 2 2 L3RS,
Manski € 7V
y=pWy+ X8+ WX0+u
u=ANWu+e
Z 413 Manski Model & MHEN 2 —AICH H (Elhost (2012)). p 2 X, 6
EVD T NTGA—IDIEIZ L > T, RREBIFVGPETADFIET ST LIk
2 (¥M3), 22Ty 3WHHER~RZ Fv, W IEZEHNE CAHBE O RE 2R
TRMEADTIH, X BHHERASRZ Pb, u, e AT E 2> T05Y,
Bl Z X, 22 E ST 7L (SAR : Spatial Autoregressive model) (%
BB RN E 2 HE L e TV TH %,
SAR 7L (Manski EF)LTH =0, A=0)
y=pWy+ XpB+e¢
e~ N(0, ¢°1)
ZD SAR WEDETNVTH 556, OLS TOHEFHIBBIHEE D22/

1) B, SAEHOZERE SAHBNCIEER L 72 & 9 & Autregressive errors (AR 7R+t )
DEEDMIZ, Moving average errors (MA 7Rt R) O —Abdbbh, ZOEAICIE,
u=A\We+e thks,
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H 3. ZERFERFTTILORERER

Kelejian-Prucha Model
y=pWy+Xp+u
6=0 u=AWu+ €

Spatial lag(autoregressive)
Model
y=pWy+XB+u 4

Manski Model
y=pWy+XB+WX0+u |—
u=Wu+ e i=0

Spatial Durbin Model
y=pWy+XB+WX0+u

OLS Model
y=XB+u

spatial error Model 4
y=XB+u
u=AWu+ e
(if 8=-pP then A=p)

8

Spatial Durbin error Model D=0
y=XB+WX0+u
u=Wu+ e

HiFT : Elhorst (2010)

HOMBE % R L A0 —THD pWy 258852 2L ks, JHUIBARI
IZH K% Omitted variable bias #/EUC I 5 Z & L&D, OLS HEER TN
TS —BED Rz o,

mE, AT, EROREEHEEFYE 7L T O 2 A T OLS LD
241> T {,

2.2 BRESMOETIVET—5 D

BRIIHTDE T IV E LT, JefTHFFED Bourgouignon (2004), Besley and
Burgess (2003) % Sawada (2004). Kurita and Kurosaki (2011) 7 & D€
FNEILIC, LTOXI RETVEHGT L2 LICT 5,

Poverty index; , = Z BiXit + € (1)
i=1

7272 L. Poverty index 3B RFHHE, THALEARY SV X I, el
e, — ABH 7 DA, ¥ =R BEKE (FEBRER) . B
RENCEFLR LR ER M L, £ i, t 1BEF DR AITICE T 584
Hoe (EERR. REMR, #iEO 3 EHR) 2HHL w5, B8, &
RO, WNICEARIRICOWTIIMNE 1 2B BEnk 0w, 2B, A9
FTHO2 F— 2 BRL_ALORETF -2 L5232,

2) BUES A 121 76 DEDTIE(ET 273, 2004 R TIX 76 B, 1988 4R TIE 73 RO ADS
FEL T, ZD7®, 1988 EDIFBIXTICHE>T, 78 KO3 TT—F Z2FHL TW» 3,
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FALIHTICH G BB — 2 1%, 137 A EFRHEE (National StatisticalOf-
fice) 737> C\>% Socio Economic Survey DvA 7 05— oL
DTHD, YDA 1957 FIfTONTE D . DORBEEHR THEMTH
NTED, 1998 B0 & IMFEFEITON S X 5 1Tk -7, FAadaEA
&, A, R B, S, RS T, 2N U own TR
F=E N, FEET LI, £ 10,000~20,000 HHERED Y~ 7L H3L
H£IND, AFTE, 2D SES 7—% D 1988 4E L 2004 4ED 2 iy D v A
rarF—8xbLic, BHlOT—8 2{FR LT, "XV T—FTiEH 50, 2
R DT =8 Th 570, #HiFHCBWTIE 1 BORE%E% £ 1| First-difference
estimator & L CHEFF 2T o T3, ZOEEICK D, BEAENEOEER)R
5T SHLY B AU E O OLS #EE & FEhRHEE S KT L e D,

APoverty index; , = i BiAXi ¢+ €i (2)
i=1

F7o, LROEARFEETNV (1 BoZESTTIV) ICZEENE CHBDKE
ZEDhwvi, AFETIE SAR €TV, EREEEE TV (SEM : Spatial Error
model) @ 2 DDETFILE ZNZFNHERL 72,

3. HEHEREER

HEEHERIE, R 3IBIRL 72, 2020, £S5 OLS, SAR €7V, SEM
TN, kB,

F3IxH2L, EHWACHBEOHEREZMET 2 Moran's I DX 2713 %
MUF EE 137 CHB/KHE 10% T MMM E CHBIZ 2 & v ) IR RSIE
FHTE TR, LU 17.5% L L TIREHATRE L 4 29,

K12 Moran’s 112 & 2 HE CTlifikit 2 ZHITE /2 & LThH, ZHUIZERIN

3) SES DHi&Tdh % Household Expenditure Survey (& 1968 {EZ TIrbNi T hH, ZDH
IZ Socio Economic Survey & L ChIBi S 47z, 7 1986 ELIRIICIZ, F#EIE 5 ET L,
1986 4ELIREIE 2 42 L IcfThN T, Bl BETONTL 255, BEE I ThbN %A
DI ¥ TAED% , ARTIRREL L TORFERZHRT 22012, BERHEEDT—5
DHEHML T3,

4) WK - RHE (2007) O T al—3 2 VERTIR, HOERAT XA —FOKEXICE 5T,
Moran’s T 1ZZMWH MBI ZE T2 2 LickiiT22 b H %,
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* 3. BETILOHERER
WAL ENI ERE RO BRE (HRH LR 2004 4 —HRHHE 1998 4)

OLS SAR SEM
. I S 0.931 0.852 *** 0.940 ***
Ab7=Y AL 0.289 0.272 0.271
[P, -0.529*** -0.447 *** -0.513***
Y=RREEL 0.082 0.072 0.064
AN
‘7 0.105 0.111 0.112
RERBES AL 0.113 0.107 0.111
0.208*
» 0.108
0.212
A 0.178
RO RE 49.42 76.18 7543
AIC -88.84 -140.36 -130.86
Moran I 0.077
Moran I-statistic 1.355
Marginal Probability 0.175
LM, value 1.195
LMp value 3.759*

*xx 1%, ** 5%, * 10%. FEROAHET I Robust standard errors

H OB O TTREME 2 R S 2 7213 CTh b | WIERIIRGIOHE T 2 D1 Tk
B, TR, ERFHREEEYE TV OHE 21T 9 BRI IZ ' TV OR A
REE 7%, EFLERICIE Anselin (2005) % Elhorst (2010) 7 EA5FEL W
23, T 2T Anselin (2005)%) IZfE> TEFILOERZIT V0, 7, 8@
HOMIENRE 7V % OLS #E L, A M E OB S 25 L9
(Ho:A=0, Hi : X#0), &5 0IIHHERIcZ=E A RGO EESD 5
DPEI» (Ho:p=0, H :p#0) 2777V 2 TefE CHGET 5, %
Fid, £31CH 5 XH i, TEAEFICEMNE MBS 2R Z=0)1 &)
SRR FER T & e o 73, THEIHA RO %M 7 71 B CERAHE L
B (p=0)1 VI IR EZERT 2 2 LSk, TD%Y, Anselin
(2005) D7 E—Fr—bFIZD-E D SAR EFLEENT 2, #E, SAR T
T OHEERGERE LCHR D L M\ ICHBIIAZ B OEMNA SRR 7 X —5

5) JE/K - I (2007) 2% Anselin (2005) DEFIVER70—F v — b2 HAERLT0 3,
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TH 5 p 3 10%KIETHRICHITWV S,

3ODEFNMITBWT, EHERZECIZR S e, BEBIHZE 02 I,
HTHo1d, BT 7 A0S DRERHIFICIEDORREIH L EHEZ LT L
KD, —ADH7 ) HEEDOMEED T 7 ATHRIIASTE D, Y =Ff¥K
AL A F RICHEITNCT WS (D F ) APREBE IS E R HI 2
B9 ), THUISATHIE DA L RO RSB o N L EZ 6N, 35D
ETNATCHKOERIEETE ., ELRGREBTELRIYET S 13
EEWHRIC D EOREPERICH S LV IHIFEREAD, T 32DET L
ATTHEINTV S,

SARETIVCTHRE R o7 p BHESIALEOZ=MWECHEZH S5 b L,
D p BT T ARG T LB L) 2 8 PRI IE D= R E AR
DELT0DE ERT 22 ENTE S, T4bbARKERD ORI
VEMEZ RS O ORENCOAE L, W SEERIME UL S HIPEIEEE L 722
Tz L TR B HREESE VW E W) 2 ETH B, i, £1oE2 N2
75 £ ORI 2 0T L AR TH B,

F7:. SAR EFNMICB VT, —AdH 7 ) HBEREL & 2 = REBEE Lot
filias OLS OH#EFHEIZI L TN (o T3, T OEALIZPEEIHE B D 22 1]
H AR 2 M L 7272 0 DA 7R E LCHRTE X 9, 7. Kurita and
Kurosaki (2011) TSN T3 k912, BFHEE, &R, IiSofmZt
(REHZEA) v 1 2OFSS 2RI T 2 3 208287 A =5 1F,
ZOESE L BRWICHEERGRERE R T 2, Z2hluc, SEiHes (ER%
D UEE) DN E CHB IR HIc—Ad 72 D EEED LR Y (54
D EL SDRFICHEEZ L Z 5D TR, BENIWANL#HELE 2 5
TriinoltEZOND, fHREL T, OLS DR EHRE E—AH7DH
BHGE LY R BERF R OWHR L 2 25RD 2z 10%8
JEE A3 B ZE B 0 22 I F CAHBEIC & > T S T 3 ITREMEDSET O,

4. BHOHIC
AT, AREEEICE T 2 2R E OB D2 % | liE D OLS #EE D
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UL & 2R R € 7L ORI E IR 5 & & COWGEE R Az, AT SR>
5, BEHHARCH 2 ARF R OYGEE A VICEMNE BB RS 1L s
b oT, THUIBERSEEER O E RS BHEE L, WiV S
TBHELE ) LLIHIHAZRTLDOTHY, INFTHEMINTELIADH
RIS 81 2 MBI A S O L AW TH 2, FRHEHER» 51, &
9 L7 22 B CHB ORI, BRENRICE W TG LAV RE I 03IR
ZAELTWS LW ZE2ERNICHLIZL TS, MDGs DI —LD—
DTHZEAWBEED I BT 29 LZfivE B FEL SHL <
i D 2 T L IFREIRE O R O BN BIAIR L I B O A PELE
52 A T ADREBKIME L C L £ ) WD &,

AR D L AAWEDORMIID 5, FIHT 27 -5 DREEZLL T
Spatial Panel regression 4#r #2479 Z &%, BL L Tld%i ., X #ld%
HIEAIX S COMERN e E% T % 2 & T & )RS 2R CUAHBE & BEETR O
HEREEOTWL ZEBHELES S,

3R | ERORH L BERHE

ERE, W T | B | ki | R
TRAILE 2000 7O RINEILE - -
AL ~ 1988 FE DA 0.290 0.159 0.663 0.065
—ABIY 2004 FO A b= ) A E A ]
WL | 1988 oAbz sty 0078 | 0269 | 0150 | 1328

o — sy |2004 SO T ZIREL
i ~ 1988 £ Y= KK

EAEEEIE T 2004 AEORFEEE T H LA

0.045 0.061 -0.090 0.204

HHAZAL | - 1988 EomEnE s T aeg 0125 | 0072 ) 0064 10294
BRAREHE 2004 O EIRET R LA - -
Mok 25T - 1988 o g g k| 019 | 0144 | 70983 | 0165
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