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Note: An adjustment was made for household size by using an equivalent scale and data on disposable income.

Souce: OECD(2004), Income Distribution and Poverty in OECD Countries in the Second Half of the 1990s.
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Table 1, Income distribution in Japan and other advanced countries compared



Souce: OECD(2004), Income Distribution and Poverty in OECD Countries in the Second Half of the 1990s.

10.7 Total
4.3 Denmark10.3 Canada
4.4 Czech10.4 New Zealand
5.3 Sweden11.4 U.K.
6.0 Netherlands11.5 Spain
6.3 Norway11.9 Australia
6.4 Finland12.0 Italy
6.7 Switzerland13.5 Greece
7.0 France13.7 Portugal
7.8 Belgium15.3 Japan
8.1 Hungary15.4 Ireland
8.2 Poland15.9 Turkey
9.3 Austria17.0 U.S.
10.0 Germany20.3 Mexico

Table 2, Poverty rates in OECD countries (in percent)



Source: OECD (2004)
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Table 3, Poverty Rates by Age Class in Japan (%)



Notes: Poverty line is defined by the 40% figure of the median income. Equivalent incomes are estimated on the basis of 
Yagi and Tachibanaki (1996).

Source: Ministry of Welfare and Labour, Income Redistribution Survey.
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Notes: Poverty line is defined by the 50% figure of the median income. Equivalent incomes are estimated on the basis of 
Yagi and Tachibanaki (1996).

Source: Ministry of Welfare and Labour, Income Redistribution Survey.
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Table 4, Various Poverty Measures for all Households



Notes: Poverty line is defined by the 50% figure of the median income. Equivalent incomes are estimated 
on the basis of Yagi and Tachibanaki (1996).

Source: Ministry of Welfare and Labour, Income Redistribution Survey.

3.04.41011.47.820.5147.52672002

2.53.78.4106.516.7147.52921999

2.03.17.18.75.715.6147.52951996

2.53.78.39.26.316.6147.52841993

(%)(%)
(10 

thousan
d yen)

(10 
thousa
nd yen)

X 100X 100X 100IndexRatioRatioLine

FGT(3)FGT(2)CHU(0.5)Watts Poverty 
gap

HeadcountPovertyMedian

Poverty Indices

Table 5, Various Poverty Measures when Poverty Line is Fixed at the 1996 level
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Table 6, Various Poverty Measures for Several Demographic Goups and Age Classes

(continued)



Notes: Elderly here implies that male ages are over 65, and female ages are over 60.
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92.680.512.85.440 percent of the median income
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Table 7, The Estimated Efficiencies for Income Support Programme (%)
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Table 8, The Estimated Efficiencies for Public Pension Programme to 
Reduce Poverty (%)



Note: Figure are annual average.
Souce: Ministry of Welfare and Labour: Annual Report

Figure 1, The Number of Income Support Recepients
(i.e., Livelihood Protection Assistance)
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Figure 3,  Two Criteria to Evaluate the Efficiency of Income Support Programmes

source: Atkinson (1995) p.227.


