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This report describes the 2023 update of the global Multidimensional Poverty Index (MPI), whose data are open source
available to anyone interested in multidimensional poverty.

To further explore the data, read the technical and methodological notes and learn about ongoing research, visit http://hdr.

undp.org and http://ophi.org.uk.

Recent global MPI reports have shared research on a variety of pertinent issues:
« Deprivation bundles, showing interlinkages across deprivations (Global MPI Report 2022).
- Which countries are on track to halve poverty by 2030 (Global MPI Report 2020).
« How much multidimensional poverty increased globally due to the COVID-19 pandemic (Global MPI Report 2020 and

Global MPI Report 2022).

« Gendered and intrahousehold analyses of female schooling (Global MPI Report 2021).

« Global MPI disaggregated by ethnicity (Global MPI Report 2021).

« Global MPI disaggregated by gender of household head (Global MPI Report 2021 and OPHI Table 7).
« How the global MPl is related to Sustainable Development Goal indicators (Global MPI Report 2020).
- Inequalities among poor people (Global MPI Report 2019).

Copyright @ 2023 by the United Nations Development Programme and Oxford Poverty and Human Development Initiative
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Unstacking global poverty: Data for high-impact action

In 2015 the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Develop-
ment and Sustainable Development Goal (SDG) 1 set
out to overcome the greatest global challenge: ending
poverty in all its forms. At the midpoint to 2030, peo-
ple’s lives continue to be battered in multiple ways
simultaneously. Globally, an array of challenges im-
pedes poverty reduction—widespread inequality, po-
litical instability and conflict, a climate emergency,
COVID-19 pandemic recovery, and cost of living and
other crises. There are both commonalities and spe-
cifics that cloud the way for each country.

Measures of multidimensional poverty attempt to
offer clear priorities for addressing poverty, going be-
yond monetary deprivations. The annual global Mul-
tidimensional Poverty Index (MPI), jointly published
by the Human Development Report Office (HDRO)
of the United Nations Development Programme
and the Oxford Poverty and Human Development
Initiative (OPHI) at the University of Oxford since
2010, measures interlinked deprivations in health,
education and standard of living that directly affect
a person’s life and wellbeing. The global MPI is the
only counting-based index that measures overlap-
ping deprivations for more than 100 countries and
1,200 subnational regions and offers a key perspec-
tive on SDG 1, while encompassing indicators related
to other SDGs. The global MPI can be pictured as a
stack of blocks, each of which represents a depriva-
tion of a poor person. The goal is to eliminate depri-
vations so the height of the stack declines.

This report presents a compact update on the state
of multidimensional poverty (henceforth referred
to as “poverty”) in the world. It compiles data from
110 developing countries covering 6.1 billion people,
accounting for 92 percent of the population in devel-
oping countries. It tells an important and persistent
story about how prevalent poverty is in the world and
provides insights into the lives of poor people, their

deprivations and how intense their poverty is—to in-
form and accelerate efforts to end poverty in all its
forms. As still only a few countries have data from
after the COVID-19 pandemic, the report urgent-
ly calls for updated multidimensional poverty data
(box 1). And while providing a sobering annual stock
take of global poverty, the report also highlights ex-
amples of success in every region.

Among the 1.1 billion poor people ...

Who are the poorest?

- The higher the incidence of poverty, the higher the
intensity of poverty that poor people experience.

- 485 million poor people live in severe poverty
across 110 countries, experiencing 50-100% of
weighted deprivations.

- 99 million poor people experience deprivations
in all three dimensions (70-100% of weighted
deprivations).

+ 10 million of the 12 million poor people with the
highest deprivation scores (90-100%) live in Sub-
Saharan Africa.

Which groups are the poorest?

- Subnational regions are being left behind in two
ways: where poverty is widespread, poverty is also
most intense.

- Half of the 1.1 billion poor people (566 million) are
children under 18 years of age.

« 84% of all poor people live in rural areas. Rural
areas are poorer than urban areas in every world
region.

UNSTACKING GLOBAL POVERTY: DATA FOR HIGH-IMPACT ACTION 1



MULTIDIMENSIONAL POVERTY IN 2023

WHERE DO POOR PEOPLE LIVE?

A O COUﬂtrieS,
1.1 billion outof 6.1 billion

people are poor.

out of 11 bllllOﬂ poor people

—half of all poor people—

Over a third of \
all poor people ‘
live in South Asia—that’s

[

389 million people.

That is, just over 18% ’

are estimated to live in
acute multidimensional poverty.

730 million

—nearly two-thirds
of all poor people
live in...

. Middle-income
countries

Low-
income
countries

...nost over one-third
of all poor people—

387 million.

POVERTY REDUCTION IS POSSIBLE.

25 countries

halved
their global

AADI

IVIT I vawe veiwithin 15 years.
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Box 1 Urgently needed: Multidimensional poverty data

Timely and disaggregated poverty data are essential for effective policymaking and achieving the goals of the 2030
Agenda for Sustainable Development. Although this report makes best use of existing data, full data from after the
COVID-19 pandemic are unavailable for nearly all 110 countries covered by the global Multidimensional Poverty Index
(MPI). Unfortunately, the “Data Revolution” seems to be leaving multidimensional poverty data behind.

Yet gathering data on multidimensional poverty is faster than many realize. The global MPI is constructed based
on 43 survey questions—or at most 5 percent of the number of questions in Demographic and Health Surveys and
Multiple Indicator Cluster Surveys (which currently include at least 859 questions each)!

In the Report of the Commission on Global Poverty, Sir Tony Atkinson echoed then—World Bank President Jim Yong
Kim’s observation that “Collecting good data is one of the most powerful tools to end extreme poverty” and affirmed
the pledge “...to do something that makes common sense and is long overdue: to conduct surveys in all countries that
will assess whether people’s lives are improving.”> The commission recommended “a major investment in statistical

for higher priority to be given to poverty statistics.”
We reaffirm the urgent postpandemic call for concerted investment in the data required to measure acute and
moderate multidimensional poverty across all developing regions.

Notes

1. The 2019 Nepal Multiple Indicator Cluster Survey (MICS) has 859 questions, the 2019 Chad MICS has 875, the 2019-2021 Mauritania
Demographic and Health Survey (DHS) has 933 and the 2019-2021 India DHS has 1,124. The 5 percent figure is based on 43/859. 2. World
Bank 2017, p. 190. 3. World Bank 2017, p. 191.

What deprivations do poor people experience? How has poverty changed?

+ 824-991 million out of the 1.1 billion poor people + 72 of 81 countries, covering well over 5 billion peo-

do not have adequate sanitation, housing or cook-
ing fuel.

600 million poor people live with a person who is
undernourished in their household.

Gapsinyears of schooling is a cross-regional issue: In
all regions except Europe and Central Asia, around
half of poor people do not have a single member
of their household who has completed six years of

ple, experienced a significant absolute reduction in
MPI value during at least one period. But nearly all
data are from before the COVID-19 pandemic.

25 countries halved their global MPI value well
within 15 years, showing that progress at scale is
attainable.

In 42 countries—over half of those covered—chil-
dren are being left behind.

schooling. In 15 countries the rate of poverty reduction was
outpaced by population growth: The number
of poor people increased despite poverty rates

How do monetary and multidimensional declining.
poverty compare? - Cambodia halved its MPI in 7.5 years (2014-

2021/2022), including COVID-19 pandemic
+ In 42 of 61 countries more people live in multidi- years, despite increases in deprivations in school
mensional poverty, based on the global MPI, than attendance.
in extreme monetary poverty, based on the World

Bank's $2.15 a day measure.

UNSTACKING GLOBAL POVERTY: DATA FOR HIGH-IMPACT ACTION 3



What is the global Multidimensional
Poverty Index?

The global MPI is a key international resource that
measures acute multidimensional poverty across more
than 100 developing countries (box 2). First launched
in 2010 by HDRO and OPH]I, the global MPI advances
SDG 1—ending poverty in all its forms everywhere—
and measures interconnected deprivations across indi-
cators related to SDGs 1, 2, 3,4, 6,7 and 11.

The global MPI begins by constructing a depriva-
tion profile for each household and person in it that
tracks deprivations in 10 indicators spanning health,
education and standard of living (figure 1). For ex-
ample, a household and all people living in it are de-
prived if any child is stunted or any child or adult for
whom data are available is underweight; if any child
died in the past five years; if any school-aged child is
not attending school up to the age at which he or she
would complete class 8 or no household member
has completed six years of schooling; or if the house-
hold lacks access to electricity, an improved source of
drinking water within a 30 minute walk round trip,' an

Figure 1 Structure of the global Multidimensional Poverty

Index

Dimensions

Global Multidimensional Poverty Index

Nutrition

Health

Child mortality

Education
School
attendance

S
( Indicators

Sanitation
Drinking water
Electricity
Housing
Assets

Living
standards

Source: HDRO and OPHI.

improved sanitation facility that is not shared,? nonsol-
id cooking fuel, durable housing materials, and basic
assets such as a radio, animal cart, phone, television,
computer, refrigerator, bicycle or motorcycle. All indi-
cators are equally weighted within each dimension, so

Box 2 Data used to compute the global Multidimensional Poverty Index

The 2023 global Multidimensional Poverty Index (MPI) uses the most recent comparable data available for 110 coun-
tries—22 low-income countries, 85 middle-income countries and 3 high-income countries (see table 1 at the end
of the report). These countries are home to about 92 percent of the population in developing regions.! The global
MPI shows who they are, where they live and what deprivations hold them back from achieving the wellbeing they
deserve. Global MPI values, incidence and intensity of poverty, and component indicators are disaggregated for 1,281
subnational regions as well as by age group, rural-urban area and gender of the household head.

The estimates are based on Multiple Indicator Cluster Surveys for 54 countries, Demographic and Health Surveys
for 43 countries and national surveys for 13 countries. The year of the surveys ranges from 2011 to 2021/2022. For
87 countries, home to 85.4 percent of poor people, data were fielded in 2016 or later—after the Sustainable Devel-
opment Goals were adopted. Of these, 41 countries, home to 49.0 percent of poor people, have data fielded in 2019
or later—but in only 7 countries were all data collected in 2021 or 2022. This edition provides updated estimates for
Cambodia (2021/2022), Madagascar (2021), Mexico (2021), Mozambique (2019/2020), Nigeria (2021) and Peru (2021)
and introduces estimates for Fiji (2021) and Uzbekistan (2021/2022).

Trends in global MPI values are available for 81 countries using data from 2000 to 2021/2022 (see table 2 at the
end of the report). Of these 81 countries, 42 have data for two points in time, 35 have data for three points in time
and 4 have data for four points in time. Harmonized trends are also available by subnational region, age group and
rural-urban area. Disaggregated trends help in monitoring the central, transformative promise of the 2030 Agenda
for Sustainable Development: to leave no one behind.

Although this report makes best use of existing data, full data from after the COVID-19 pandemic are not available
for nearly all 110 countries; hence the report urgently calls for updated data.

Note
1. All population figures refer to 2021 (in continuation of past reports, which update the population figures by one year from the previous
edition) and are drawn from UNDESA (2022).

GLOBAL MULTIDIMENSIONAL POVERTY INDEX / 2023



Box 3 Deepa’s story and what the global Multidimensional Poverty Index measures

Deepa lives in a small island community in the hill tracts of Rangamati, Bangladesh—
nestled in tropical forests, waterfalls and rich biodiversity. She belongs to the Chak-
ma tribe, the country’s largest ethnic group. She is among the 100,000 indigenous
people who lost their land and homes during the construction of the Kaptai Dam
in 1960. She remembers walking empty-handed out of her home as a child, losing

g cverything she and her family owned.

Deepa lives with her husband, her daughter and her six-year-old granddaughter,

~ who has a speech disability. Her home is made of basic materials—the floors and

walls are made from mud. The front part of the home is a small shop where the family
sells basic toiletries and food, from which they earn about $1 a day. Besides a few
shops on the island, Deepa and the rest of the islanders obtain all their personal
supplies and food by boat, as no bridge connects to the island. Deepa and her family
members are nutritionally deprived.

The houses in the hundred-person community lack access to piped water and

toilets but do have basic electricity for lighting. For water Deepa must walk uphill to reach a newly constructed
school, where she can fill her bucket from a tap. This journey is becoming onerous as she is reaching age 70 and
suffers from arthritis. Deepa also spends considerable time gathering solid fuel for cooking. Deepa does not own

any basic assets such as a mobile phone.

Her granddaughter attends a special school for her disability. Deepa is hopeful that someday she will be able to
complete her secondary education and maybe even go to university.

According to the global Multidimensional Poverty Index, Deepa is poor. Her
deprivation score is 44.4 percent (1/6 + 5 x [1/18] = 8/18) (see figure). Her deprivation
score would need to be less than 33.3 percent to be nonpoor.

How the global Multidimensional Poverty Index measures Deepa’s deprivations

School
attendance

Child
mortality

Years of
schooling

Note: Indicators in white refer to a nondeprivation.

the health and education indicators are weighted 1/6
each, and the standard of living indicators are weight-
ed 1/18 each. A person’s deprivation score is the sum of
the weighted deprivations she or he experiences. The
global MPIT identifies people as multidimensionally
poor if their deprivation score is 1/3 or higher (box 3).
MPI values are the product of the incidence (H, or
the proportion of people who live in multidimension-
al poverty) and intensity of poverty (4, or the average
deprivation score among multidimensionally poor
people). Put simply, MPI = H x A. The MPI ranges
from O to 1, and higher values imply higher poverty.

Sanitation

Living standards

Drinking water

Electricity

Global MPI values decline when fewer people are
poor or when poor people have fewer deprivations.
The precise definition of each indicator is available
online, together with any country-specific adjust-
ments and the computer code used to calculate the
global MPI value for each country.?

By identifying who is poor, the nature of their
poverty (their deprivation profile) and how poor
they are (their deprivation score), the global MPI
complements the international $2.15 a day pover-
ty rate, bringing into view interlinked nonmonetary
deprivations.*

UNSTACKING GLOBAL POVERTY: DATA FOR HIGH-IMPACT ACTION 5



Where do poor people live?

Across 110 countries, 1.1 billion of 6.1 billion peo-
ple are poor. Understanding where poor people live
is crucial for policymaking. Roughly five out of six
poor people live in Sub-Saharan Africa or South Asia:
534 million (47.8 percent) in Sub-Saharan Africa and
389 million (34.9 percent) in South Asia (figure 2).

Some 65 percent of the remaining poor people live
in just five countries: China (2014), Indonesia (2017),
Myanmar (2015/16), Sudan (2014) and Yemen
(2013). More recent data for these countries would
allow their global MPI value to be updated to reflect
current conditions.

Across countries the incidence of poverty rang-
es from less than 1 percent in 21 countries® to over
50 percent in 22 countries,® 19 of which are in Sub-Sa-
haran Africa, including the poorest four: Burundi
(75.1 percent in 2016/2017), Central African Repub-
lic (80.4 percent in 2018/2019), Chad (84.2 percent
in 2019) and Niger (91 percent in 2012). There is also
extensive variation across regions. Every region has
at least one country with incidence below 1 percent.

The countries with the highest incidence in their re-
gion are Afghanistan (55.9 percent in 2015/2016),
Haiti (41.3 percent in 2016/2017), Niger (91 per-
cent in 2012), Papua New Guinea (56.6 percent in
2016/2018), Sudan (52.3 percent in 2014) and Tajik-
istan (7.4 percent in 2017). These countries urgently
require updated data.

Poverty disproportionately affects low-income
countries. They are home to only 10 percent of the
population covered by the global MPI but 34.7 per-
cent (387 million) of poor people (figure 3). Some
65.3 percent of poor people (730 million) live in
middle-income countries, where the incidence of
poverty ranges from 0.1 percent in Serbia (in 2019)
to 66.8 percent in Benin (in 2017/2018) at the na-
tional level and from 0.0 percent in Jaweng, Bot-
swana (in 2015/2016), to 89.5 percent in Alibori,
Benin (in 2017/2018) at the subnational level. The
fact that most poor people live in countries that
have shifted to middle-income status (as measured
by gross national income per capita), highlights
the importance of looking at both national and
disaggregated data.

Figure 2 Nearly half of poor people live in Sub-Saharan Africa, and over a third live in South Asia

Share and number of poor people by region

Latin America and the Caribbean
.0%
Europe and Central Asia 33 million
0.2%
2 million
4.7%

53 million

)
9

&
&
9
&
=

34.9%
389 million

Source: Table 1 at the end of the report.

Share of total world population by region

Ve

30.9%
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Figure 3 Poverty disproportionately affects low-income countries

Share and number of poor people by income category

81%
90 million

Low
income

34.7%
g 387 million
middle

income

57.3%
639 million

Source: Table 1 at the end of the report.
Where is poverty most intense?

The global MPI uses intensity to further probe the
lived reality of multidimensional poverty. Plotting
the intensity and incidence of poverty of 110 devel-
oping countries reveals a troubling upward trend:

Share of total world population by income category

the higher the incidence, the higher the intensity
that poor people tend to experience (figure 4). The
poorest countries by global MPI value tend to have
both the highest incidence and the highest intensity.

For example, in both Central African Republic
(2018/2019) and Chad (2019), more than 80 percent

Figure 4 The higher the incidence of poverty, the higher the intensity of poverty that poor people tend to experience

704

60

Intensity (percent)

China, 2014
p oy

Bangladesh, 2019

India, 2019/2021

Pakistan, 2017/2018

Nigeria, 2021
‘ o

Niger, 2012
N
Mozambique, 2019/2020 Chad, 2019
N
A AN
~ Central African Republic, 2018/2019

Ethiopia, 2019

Papua New Guinea, 2016/2018

T T T
0 20 40

Incidence (percent)

@® Arab States

T
80 100

@ East Asia and the Pacific @ Europe and Central Asia
Latin America and the Caribbean @ South Asia

@ Sub-Saharan Africa

Note: The minimum value for intensity of poverty is 33.3 percent because a person is identified as poor if she or he experiences 33.3 percent or more
of all weighted deprivations. The size of each bubble shows the number of poor people in each country.

Source: Table 1 at the end the report.

UNSTACKING GLOBAL POVERTY: DATA FOR HIGH-IMPACT ACTION 7



of the population are poor and experience more in-
tense poverty: 57.3 percent and 61.4 percent, respec-
tively. Some countries buck this trend. For instance,
Papua New Guinea has low intensity (46.5 percent)
for its incidence (56.6 percent) compared with other
countries.

Of'the 1.1 billion poor people, 438 million (39.2 per-
cent) have a low deprivation score of 33.3-39.9 per-
cent and are thus close to the poverty cutoff (figure 5
and box 4). But 485 million people (43.4 percent)
experience severe poverty, with a deprivation score
of 50-100 percent. This calls for urgent attention
to the poorest of the poor and their overlapping
deprivations.

In Sub-Saharan Africa the intensity of poverty is
particularly serious. The region is home not only to
the highest number of poor people but also to the
poorest of the poor. Across the 110 countries cov-
ered by the global MPI, 99 million poor people have
a deprivation score of 70-100 percent, meaning that
they experience deprivations in all three dimensions
and in over two-thirds of weighted indicators. Some
12 million people—10 million of them in Sub-Saharan
Africa—have a deprivation score of 90-100 percent
(figure 6).

Box 4 What about people vulnerable to poverty?

In countries with low acute multidimensional poverty, it
is useful to look at the proportion of people close to the
poverty line to assess the population’s exposure to future
shocks and disruptions (see table 1 at the end of the re-
port). The global MPI covers 22 Small Island Developing
States (SIDS).! In many of them, acute poverty is low: 14 of
them have an incidence of less than 5 percent,? and only
3 have an incidence of 5-35 percent. Vulnerability—the
share of people who are not poor but have deprivations in
20-33.3 percent of all weighted indicators—can be much
higher. For example, in Fiji 1.5 percent of people are poor,
but 7.4 percent are vulnerable. In 10 SIDS, 13-84 percent
of people are either poor or vulnerable.® For example, in
Kiribati 19.8 percent of people are poor, but 30 percent
of people are vulnerable, so 50 percent of people are
experiencing poverty or vulnerability.

Notes

1. Barbados (2012), Belize (2015/2016), Comoros (2012), Cuba (2019),
Dominican Republic (2019), Fiji (2021), Guinea-Bissau (2018/2019),
Guyana (2019/2020), Haiti (2016/2017), Jamaica (2018), Kiribati
(2018/2019), Maldives (2016/2017), Papua New Guinea (2016/2018),
Saint Lucia (2012), Samoa (2019/2020), Sao Tome and Principe (2019),
Seychelles (2019), Suriname (2018), Timor-Leste (2016), Tonga (2019),
Trinidad and Tobago (2011) and Tuvalu (2019/2020). 2. Barbados
(2012), Belize (2015/2016), Cuba (2019), Dominican Republic (2019),
Fiji (2021), Guyana (2019/2020), Jamaica (2018), Maldives (2016/2017),
Saint Lucia (2012), Seychelles (2019), Suriname (2018), Tonga (2019),
Trinidad and Tobago (2011) and Tuvalu (2019/2020). 3. This refers to
countries where the sum of the incidence of poverty and the inci-
dence of vulnerability rounds up to 13—84 percent: Belize (2015/2016),
Comoros (2012), Guinea-Bissau (2018/2019), Haiti (2016/2017), Kiribati
(2018/2019), Papua New Guinea (2016/2018), Samoa (2019/2020), Sao
Tome and Principe (2019), Timor-Leste (2016) and Tuvalu (2019/2020).

Figure 5 More than two-fifths of poor people experience severe poverty
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55 million
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194 million

Note: A person’s deprivation score is the sum of the weighted deprivations she or he experiences. The minimum value for deprivation scores is
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® 50-59.9%
40-49.9%
33.3-39.9%

Lowest deprivation scores (less poor)

33.3 percent because a person is identified as poor if she or he experiences 33.3 percent or more of all weighted deprivations.
Source: Authors’ calculations based on Alkire, Kanagaratnam and Suppa (2023a).
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Figure 6 Sub-Saharan Africa is home to the poorest of the poor
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Source: Authors’ calculations based on Alkire, Kanagaratnam and Suppa (2023a).

Which groups are the poorest?

Children

Disaggregating poverty data by subnational region,
age group and rural-urban area illuminates striking
inequalities within countries and reveals what groups
are being left behind.’

Subnational regions

Plotting incidence and intensity of poverty for 1,281
subnational regions reveals considerable disparity,

Over half (566 million) of the 1.1 billion poor people
are children under age 18. Some 54.1 percent of poor
children live in Sub-Saharan Africa, making pover-
ty reduction for these 306 million children a vital
focus for the region. South Asia is home to 177 mil-
lion poor children, or 31 percent of poor children.
Across 110 countries 27.7 percent of children are
poor, compared with 13.4 percent of adults. This sit-
uation calls for unflagging engagement in reducing

even within world regions (figure 7). For example, the child poverty.
poorest country in the Arab States has an incidence of

just over 52 percent, but 20 subnational regions have

a higher incidence, up to 83.8 percent. Rural areas

Disaggregating by subnational region also reaf-
firms the troubling trend that in the places with the
highest incidence of poverty, each poor person on av-
erage experiences a higher share of overlapping dep-
rivations. But regional patterns vary: the Arab States
have a steeper curve than East Asia and the Pacific
and Latin America and the Caribbean, while Sub-Sa-
haran Africa, with the highest intensity, also has
greater dispersion across subnational regions with in-
cidence above 80 percent.

Almost 84 percent of poor people live in rural areas,
and rural poverty dominates in every world re-
gion (figure 8). Rural-urban disparities are glaring
in South Asia, where nearly 340 million (87.5 per-
cent) poor people live in rural areas, compared
with 49 million (12.5 percent) in urban areas. While
urban poverty is serious and household surveys may
need to do better at capturing it, most poor people
live in rural areas.
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Figure 7 Poorer subnational regions tend to have higher intensity and incidence of poverty
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Figure 8 Across world regions most poor people live in rural areas
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What do deprivation indicators

tell us about poverty—from the
regional to the subnational level?

Sub-Saharan Africa the deprivations in living stand-
ards together total around 50 percent, highlighting
how tackling those deprivations is critical to over-

The global MPI tells a story about poverty and dispar-
ities at the regional, national and subnational levels.
In Sub-Saharan Africa poverty affects an average of
49.5 percent of the population, but incidence and MPI
values vary widely across countries, from 0.9 percent
to 91 percent and from 0.003 to 0.601, and across sub-
national regions within those countries. For example, in
Senegal (2019), where 50.8 percent of people are poor
and the MPI value is 0.263, the incidence in subnation-
al regions ranges from 18.3 percent to 85.7 percent, and
MPI values range from 0.084 to 0.502 (figure 9).

How people are poor also varies across coun-
tries and subnational regions. For example, in

coming poverty there (see left panel of figure 9).
But the deprivations also vary at the country level in
Sub-Saharan Africa (see middle panel of figure 9) and
at the subnational level within those countries.
Compare two subnational regions of Senegal (2019).
Kédougou, in the southeast, and Fatick, on the coast,
have similar global MPI values (see the right panel of
figure 9). Yet deprivation in school attendance contrib-
utes more to poverty in Fatick, while deprivations in
housing and electricity are stronger contributors to pov-
erty in Kédougou—so pathways to poverty reduction dif-
fer. In short, achieving the greatest impact on poverty
requires looking below the surface to understand which
indicators merit most action in a particular area.
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Figure 9 Multidimensional Poverty Index values and indicator composition vary widely across world regions, countries

and subnational regions
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What deprivations do poor cooking fuel. More than half of poor people are de-

people experience? prived in nutrition, electricity or years of schooling.

« The number of poor people deprived in nutrition
is similar in South Asia and Sub-Saharan Africa
(around 245 million).

To end poverty in all its forms, the interlinked depriva-
tions that poor people experience need to be addressed

to reduce the intensity of poverty and thereby empow- .

er poor people to exit poverty. Recall that people liv-
ing in multidimensional poverty ordinarily experience
multiple deprivations simultaneously. Breaking the
global MPI down by indicator reveals which overlap-
ping deprivations are the most widespread (figure 10):
« Across 110 countries 824-991 million of the 1.1 bil-
lion poor people lack adequate sanitation, housing or

Almost 80 percent of poor people who lack access to
electricity—444 million—live in Sub-Saharan Africa
and are being left behind in an increasingly digital
world.

- In all regions except Europe and Central Asia,
around half of poor people live in a household where
no member has completed six years of schooling,
making this a vexing cross-regional issue.
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Figure 10 What deprivations do poor people experience by region?
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How do monetary and
multidimensional poverty compare?

Multidimensional metrics complement monetary pov-
erty metrics by measuring nonmonetary deprivations.

Multidimensional poverty using the global MPI is
often more widespread than extreme monetary pov-
erty. In 42 of the 61 countries with data,® the inci-
dence of multidimensional poverty is higher than the
incidence of extreme monetary poverty, measured by
the World Bank at $2.15 a day (figure 11).°

In Chad, Guinea and Mali the incidence of multi-
dimensional poverty is 50 percentage points higher
than that of monetary poverty, but in Malawi the in-
cidence of monetary poverty is 20 percentage points
higher than that of multidimensional poverty. It is
clear that human lives are battered in multiple ways
and that patterns vary.

How has poverty changed?

The global MPI includes harmonized trends for 81
countries, covering more than 5 billion people, and
124 country periods, disaggregated by subnational
region, age group and rural-urban area (see table 2
at the end of the report). The findings at a glance
are encouraging, showing that poverty reduction is

Sub-Saharan Africa

possible, even though most progress occurred before

the COVID-19 pandemic:

- 72 of the 81 countries with trend data had a signifi-
cant absolute reduction in global MPI value during
at least one period.'® And 24 of these countries had
a significant reduction across two periods."

- 25 countries had a significant reduction in poor
people’s deprivations in every indicator.'

« 25 countries halved their global MPI value well
within 15 years, showing that progress towards
SDG target 1.2 at scale is attainable (table A).5
° Atleast one country in every world region halved

its global MPI value, including small countries
such as Sao Tome and Principe (2008/2009-
2014) and large ones such as China (2010-2014),
India (2005/2006-2015/2016) and Indonesia
(2012-2017).

° Countries with different incidences of poverty
also halved their global MPI value. While 17
countries that did so had an incidence under
25 percent in the first period,' India and Congo
both had a starting incidence above 50 percent.

> Countries took 4-12 years to halve their global
MPI value, suggesting that achieving SDG target
1.2is feasible.

> Do these trends continue after the COVID-19
pandemic? Data for 2021 or 2022 are available
only for Cambodia (box 5), Madagascar, Mexico,

UNSTACKING GLOBAL POVERTY: DATA FOR HIGH-IMPACT ACTION 13



Figure 11 The incidence of multidimensional and monetary poverty shows how human lives are battered in multiple ways
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Table A Countries that halved their global Multidimensional Poverty Index value

19 countries halved their global Multidimensional Poverty Index (MPI) value during one period

Albania (2008/2009-2017/2018) Guyana (2014-2019/2020) North Macedonia (2005/2006-2011)
Plurinational State of Bolivia (2008-2016) Honduras (2011/2012—-2019) Sao Tome and Principe (2008/2009-2014)
Cambodia (2014-2021/2022) India (2005/2006-2015/2016) Serbia (2014-2019)
China (2010-2014) Indonesia (2012-2017) Turkmenistan (2006-2015/2016)
Congo (2005-2014/2015) Kyrgyzstan (2005/2006-2014 Viet Nam (2013/2014-2020/2021
and again in 2014-2018)°
Dominican Republic (2007-2014) Morocco (2011-2017/2018)
Gabon (2000-2012) Nicaragua (2001-2011/2012)

6 countries halved their global MPI value across two or more periods

Lesotho (2009-2014, 2014—-2019) Nepal (2011-2016, 2016—2019) Suriname (2006-2010, 2010-2018)

Mongolia (2010-2013, 2013-2018) Peru (2012-2018, 2019-2021) Thailand (2012—-2015/2016, 2015/2016—-2019)

a. Kyrgyzstan halved its global MPI value twice (once during each period indicated).

Note: Halving the global MPI value means that the ratio of the global MPI value in the latter period to the global MPI value in the initial period rounds to 0.5 or
lower.

Souce: Table 2 at the end the report and Alkire, Kanagaratnam, and Suppa (2023c).
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Box 5 Poverty reduction in Cambodia from 2014 to 2021/2022

Cambodia’s global Multidimensional Poverty Index (MPI) value plummeted from 0.168 in 2014 to 0.070 in 2021/2022,
and incidence of poverty fell from 36.7 percent to 16.6 percent. So, one in five Cambodians moved out of poverty in
just 7.5 years. The number of poor people was halved from 5.6 million to 2.8 million. Children experienced the fastest
progress: incidence of poverty among children declined from 42.7 percent in 2014 to 20.5 percent in 2021/2022.

Of the 25 subnational regions, 17 had significant reductions in global MPI value and incidence of poverty. The poor-
est two subnational regions—Kratie, and Preah Vihear and Stung Treng—significantly reduced their global MPI value
and incidence the fastest, and the five next-fastest reductions' were among the six next-poorest regions. Incidence
fell from 64.3 percent to 34.6 percent in Preah Vihear and Stung Treng.

However, despite the significant decrease in poverty in rural areas, there was no significant reduction in global MPI
value or incidence or intensity in urban areas. The period saw strong rural to urban migration.?

Deprivations in 9 of the 10 indicators fell significantly—by more than 21 percentage points for electricity, sanitation
and cooking fuel, by 11.6 percentage points for nutrition and by 11 percentage points for years of schooling.

The only indicator for which deprivation did not significantly decline was school attendance. It is unclear whether
this was related to the COVID-19 pandemic. From 2014 to 2021/2022 the percentage of the urban population who
were poor and deprived in school attendance rose significantly, from 3.8 percent to 6.7 percent, which might reflect
school closures during the pandemic. In the same period roughly 12 percent of the rural population were poor and
deprived in school attendance.

Considering all deprivations, including those of honpoor people, reveals a disturbing rise in out-of-school children.
In 2014, 12.7 percent of people lived with a child who was not attending school, and nearly all those people were poor.
But by 2021/2022 the share had mushroomed to 23 percent. Yet this increase is not evident among rural or urban
poor people, which suggests that interventions directed at poor children might have taken hold.

Sustainable Development Goal target 1.2 calls on countries to halve poverty based on national definitions. Cambo-
dia’s stellar performance during 2014—-2021/2022 shows that such progress is feasible.

Notes
1. Siem Reap, Pursat, Kampong Thom, Otdar Meanchey and Kampong Chhnang. 2. The share of the population living in rural areas declined
from 83.8 percent in 2014 to 61.5 percent in 2021/2022, and the share living in urban areas rose from 16.2 percent to 38.5 percent.

Nigeria and Peru, but only Cambodia, Nigeria
and Peru showed significant reductions. Once
again, we call urgently for poverty data that per-
mit updates to these global trends.

° 10 Sub-Saharan African countries had an ab-
solute rate of reduction during one period that
was similar to or faster than that of the fastest 4
countries that halved their global MPI value.”
But these Sub-Saharan African countries did not
halve their MPI value due to much higher initial
levels.

- In addition to India (box 6), where 415 million
people moved out of poverty during 2005/2006-
2019/2021, large numbers of people also exited
poverty in China (69 million during 2010-2014),

Bangladesh (19 million during 2015-2019),
Indonesia (8 million during 2012-2017), Pakistan
(7 million during 2012/2013-2017/2018) and
Nigeria (5 million during 2018-2021).

In 42 countries—over half of those covered—ei-
ther there was no significant reduction in poverty
among children, or the global MPI value fell more
slowly among children than among adults during at
least one period.’® While 25 of the countries are in
Sub-Saharan Africa, 17 are in other regions.

In 14 countries in Sub-Saharan Africa and 1 country
in the Arab States, population growth outpaced
poverty reduction.” Despite a significant decrease
in incidence of poverty, the number of poor people
increased during at least one period.
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Box 6 Reducing global Multidimensional Poverty Index values is possible—at speed and to scale

India Sierra Leone
« 415 million poor people moved out of poverty from «  During 2013-2017 Sierra Leone had the fastest
2005/2006 to 2019/2021. reduction in global MPI value of any country in any
- Incidence fell from 551 percent to 16.4 percent. period.
« Deprivation in all indicators declined. « Incidence fell from 74.0 percent to 58.3 percent.
« The poorest states and groups, including children - Deprivation in all indicators declined.
and people in disadvantaged caste groups, had the - Children had the second fastest reduction in global

fastest absolute progress.1 MPI value of any country.

« This occurred during the Ebola pandemic.

Note
1. UNDP and OPHI 2022.

How to use the global
Multidimensional Poverty
Index for impact

value. The colour and thickness of the blocks help in
identifying action pathways to reduce poverty.
This report has shown many ways that the MPI da-

How can the global MPI and its associated informa-
tion—incidence and intensity of poverty, and com-
ponent indicators—inform tangible and pragmatic
actions to achieve SDG 1 by 2030?

The global MPI provides the crucial bird’s-eye view
to detect acute poverty across developing countries.
Incidence of poverty reveals where people live and
how widespread acute poverty is within regional, na-
tional and subnational borders and among population
groups. Intensity of poverty provides invaluable infor-
mation on the depths of poor people’s poverty, shining
light on the poorest of poor people. The global MPI
is disaggregated to illuminate pockets of poverty and
who is left behind. Finally, breakdown by component
indicator shows what deprivations poor people experi-
ence, which can guide the choice of poverty reduction
interventions to achieve the greatest impact.

The global MPI can be pictured as a stack of blocks,
where each deprivation of each poor person is indicat-
ed by a block whose colour signifies the indicator and
whose thickness signifies the indicator’s weight. When
all the blocks are stacked on top of each other—re-
flecting all the weighted deprivations of all poor peo-
ple—the height of the stack is the global MPI value. So,
removing a block from the stack—that is, eliminating
a poor person’s deprivation—reduces the global MPI

tabase, covering 6.1 billion people and 1.1 billion poor
people, can be used to better understand multidimen-
sional poverty, disparities and indicator composition.
It has highlighted stories of success in reducing MPI
equitably, so that the poorest groups are not left be-
hind but progress the fastest. Indeed, it found that 25
diverse countries halved their global MPI value well
within 15 years, showing that progress is possible, at
speed and to scale.

Policy design is contextual and must engage local
as well as international institutions. Multidimen-
sional poverty also exacerbates or is exacerbated by
other contextual challenges such as conflict, environ-
mental threats, governance challenges and economic
uncertainties.

Yet the hope is that the global MPI data will be used
by many actors—across institutions, world regions,
disciplines and sectors—to design high-impact,
cost-efficient and evidence-based policies for pover-
ty reduction. Special focus is needed on the poorest
places and groups, many of which are in Sub-Saharan
Africa. By using these data on MPI values, the propor-
tion of poor people, the intensity of their poverty, the
number of poor people and indicator composition,
many actors can concentrate on the multiple depri-
vations that batter poor people’s lives—and reduce
acute multidimensional poverty.
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Notes

Based on the definition for basic drinking water at
https://washdata.org/monitoring/drinking-water.

Based on the definition for basic sanitation at
https://washdata.org/monitoring/sanitation.

Codes to compute the MPI are available at
https://hdr.undp.org/mpi-statistical-programmes.
In addition to tables 1and 2 of this report, disag-
gregated estimates by subnational region, age
group, rural-urban area and gender of house-
hold head; alternative poverty cutoffs; sample
sizes; standard errors; and indicator details pro-
duced by OPHI are available at https://ophi.org.
uk/multidimensional-poverty-index/data-tables-
do-files/. See details in Alkire, Kanagaratnam
and Suppa (2023a).

World Bank 2022

Albania (2017/2018), Argentina (2019/2020),
Armenia (2015/2016), Costa Rica (2018), Cuba
(2019), Georgia (2018), Jordan (2017/2018), Ka-
zakhstan (2015), Kyrgyzstan (2018), Maldives
(2016/2017), Republic of Moldova (2012), North
Macedonia (2018/2019), State of Palestine
(2019/2020), Serbia (2019), Seychelles (2019),
Thailand (2019), Tonga (2019), Trinidad and To-
bago (2011), Tunisia (2018), Turkmenistan (2019)
and Ukraine (2012).

Afghanistan (2015/2016), Angola (2015/2016),
Benin (2017/2018), Burundi (2016/2017), Cen-
tral African Republic (2018/2019), Chad (2019),
Democratic Republic of the Congo (2017/2018),
Ethiopia (2019), Guinea (2018), Guinea-Bissau
(2018/2019), Liberia (2019/2020), Madagascar
(2021), Mali (2018), Mauritania (2019/2021), Mo-
zambique (2019/2020), Niger (2012), Papua
New Guinea (2016/2018), Senegal (2019), Sier-
ra Leone (2019), Sudan (2014), United Republic
of Tanzania (2015/2016) and Uganda (2016).

Previous global MPI reports have drawn atten-
tion to gender and ethnic disparities (UNDP
and OPHI 2021) and inequalities across sub-
national regions, age groups and rural-urban
areas (UNDP and OPHI 2019), among other
inequalities.

Of 10 countries with data on multidimensional
poverty between 2011 and 2022, 61 also have
data on extreme monetary poverty within three
years of the survey used for computing the inci-
dence of multidimensional poverty (see table 1
at the end of the report).

Moreover, the lower bound of the incidence
of multidimensional poverty is greater than the
point estimate for incidence of monetary poverty
in 42 of the 61 countries. If only point estimates
are compared, the incidence of multidimensional
poverty is higher in 44 of the 61 countries.
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Nine countries had no significant change dur-
ing any period: Armenia (2010-2015/2016),
Benin (2014—2017/2018), Burkina Faso (2006—
2010), Cameroon (2011-2014, 2014-2018),
Guinea-Bissau (2014—2018/2019), Jordan (2012—
2017/2018), Montenegro (2013-2018), State of
Palestine (2010-2014, 2014—-2019/2020) and
Ukraine (2007-2012).

n

Plurinational State of Bolivia (2003—-2008, 2008—
2016), Cambodia (2010-2014, 2014-2021/2022),
Democratic Republic of the Congo (2007-
2013/2014, 2013/2014-2017/2018), Dominican
Republic (2007-2014, 2014—2019), Ethiopia (2011—
2016, 2016—2019), Gambia (2005/2006—2013,
2013-2018), Honduras (2005/2006—2011/2012,
2011/2012-2019), India (2005/2006-2015/2016,
2015/2016—-2019/2021), Kyrgyzstan (2005/2006—
2014, 2014-2018), Lesotho (2009-2014, 2014—
2018), Liberia (2007-2013, 2013-2019/2020),
Mali (2006-2015, 2015-2018), Mexico (2012—
2016, 2016—2020), Mongolia (2010-2013, 2013—
2018), Nepal (2011-2016, 2016—2019), North
Macedonia (2005/2006-2011, 2011-2018/2019),
Peru (2012-2018, 2019-2021), Rwanda (2010—
2014/2015, 2014/2015-2019/2020), Sao Tome
and Principe (2008/2009-2014, 2014-2019), Si-
erra Leone (2013-2017, 2017-2019), Suriname
(2006-2010, 2010-2018), Thailand (2012—
2015/2016, 2015/2016—2019), Zambia (2007—
2013/2014, 2013/2014-2018) and Zimbabwe
(2010/2011-2015, 2015-209).

Bangladesh (2014-2019), Plurinational State
of Bolivia (2003-2008, 2008-2016), Ecua-
dor (2013/2014-2018), Kingdom of Eswati-
ni (2010-2014), Ethiopia (2011-2016), Gabon
(2000-2012), Guinea (2012-2016), Hondu-
ras (2005/2006-2011/2012, 2011/2012-2019),
India  (2005/2006-2015/2016, 2015/2016—
2019/2021), Indonesia (2012-2017), Irag (2011—
2018), Kenya (2008/2009-2014), Lao People’s
Democratic Republic (2011/2012-2017), Lesotho
(2014-2018), Malawi (2010-2015/2016), Moroc-
co (2011-2017/2018), Mozambique (2003-2011),
Nicaragua (2001-2011/2012), Niger (2006—
2012), Sao Tome and Principe (2008/2009—-
2014), Sierra Leone (2013-2017), Timor-Leste
(2009/2010-2016), Togo (2013/2014-2017), Vi-
et Nam (2013/2014-2020/2021) and Zambia
(2007-2013/2014).

Periods differ in length. Halving the global MPI
value means that the ratio of the global MPI
value in the latter period to the global MPI val-
ue in the initial period rounds to 0.5 or lower.

Albania (2.06 percent in 2008/2009), Plurina-
tional State of Bolivia (20.62 percent in 2008),
China (from 9.47 percent in 2010), Dominican
Republic (from 7.27 percent in 2007), Guy-
ana (from 3.30 percent in 2014), Honduras
(from 22.83 percent in 2011/2012), Indonesia
(from 6.87 percent in 2012), Kyrgyzstan (from
9.39 percent in 2005/2006), Mongolia (from
19.59 percent in 2010), Morocco (17.26 percent

in 2011), North Macedonia (7.63 percent in
2005/2006), Peru (12.66 percent in 2012), Ser-
bia (0.1 percent in 2019), Suriname (12.74 per-
cent in 2006), Thailand (1.39 percent in 2012),
Turkmenistan (3.25 percent in 2006) and Viet
Nam (4.93 percent in 2013/2014).
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The 10 Sub-Saharan African countries are
Cote dlvoire  (2011/2012-2016), Gambia
(2013-2018), Guinea (2012-2016), Ethiopia
(2016—2019), Liberia (2007-2013), Malawi
(2010-2015/2016), Mali (2015-2018), Mozam-
bique (2003-2011), Sierra Leone (2013-2017)
and Togo (2013/2014-2017),

In 31 countries there was no significant re-
duction in child poverty during at least one
period: Armenia (2010-2015/2016), Benin (2014—
2017/2018), Burkina Faso (2006-2010), Cam-
eroon (2011-2014, 2014-2018), Central African
Republic (2010-2018/2019), Chad (2014/2015—
2019), Colombia (2010-2015/2016), Gambia
(2018-2019/2020), Ghana (2011-2014), Guinea
(2016—2018), Guinea-Bissau (2014-2018/2019),
Guyana (2009-2014), Jordan (2012—-2017/2018),
Madagascar (2018-2021), Malawi (2015/2016—
2019/2020),  Mauritania  (2015-2019/2021),
Mexico (2016-2020, 2020-2021), Republic
of Moldova (2005-2012), Montenegro (2013—
2018), Nigeria (2013-2016/2017, 2016/2017—
2018), North  Macedonia (2011-2018/2019),
Pakistan (2012/2013-2017/2018), State of Pales-
tine (2010-2014, 2014—2019/2020), Peru (2018—
2019), Senegal (2017-2019), Serbia (2010-2014,
2014-2019), Suriname (2006-2010), Thai-
land (2012-2015/2016, 2015/2016-2019), Togo
(2010-2013/2014), Turkmenistan (2015/2016—
2019) and Ukraine (2007-2012). In 16 countries
(including some of the 30 in which there was no
significant reduction in child poverty during at
least one period) the MPI value fell more slow-
ly among children than among adults during at
least one period: Central Africa (2000-2010,
2010-2018/2019), Democratic Republic of the
Congo (2013/2014-2017/2018), Cote d'lvoire
(2011/2012—2016), Dominican Republic (2014—
2019), Ethiopia (2011-2016), Gabon (2000—
2012), Gambia (2005/2006-2013), Guinea
(2012-2016), Madagascar (2008/2009-2018),
Malawi (2010-2015/2016), Mali (2015-2018),
Mozambique (2003-20T11), Niger (2006—-2012),
Rwanda (2014/2015-2019/2020), Sierra Leone
(2013-2017) and United Republic of Tanzania
(2010-2015/2016).

Burundi (2010-2016/2017), Central African Re-
public (2000-10), Democratic Republic ofthe Con-
go (2013/2014-2017/2018), Ethiopia (2011-2016),
Gambia (2005/06-13), Madagascar (2008/2009—
2018), Malawi (2015/2016—-2019/2020), Mali
(2006-2015), Mauritania (2011-15), Mozambique
(2003-2011), Niger (2006-2012), Senegal
(2005-2017), Sudan (2010-2014), United Repub-
lic of Tanzania (2010-2014) and Zambia (2007—
2013/2014, 2013/2014-2018).
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https://washdata.org/monitoring/drinking-water
https://washdata.org/monitoring/sanitation
https://hdr.undp.org/mpi-statistical-programmes
https://ophi.org.uk/multidimensional-poverty-index/data-tables-do-files/
https://ophi.org.uk/multidimensional-poverty-index/data-tables-do-files/
https://ophi.org.uk/multidimensional-poverty-index/data-tables-do-files/
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TABLE 1

Multidimensional Poverty Index: developing countries

SDG1.2 SDG 1.2 SDG 11
Contribution of deprivation Population living below
in dimension to overall monetary poverty line
Population in multidi | poverty? multidi ional poverty® (%)
Multidimensional Population Population
Poverty Index’ Headcount A Inequality 1!1 severe vu[n.erablelto National
Intensity of ~ among  multidimensional multidimensional Standard  poverty  PPP $2.15
Year and survey® (thousands) deprivation  the poor poverty poverty® Health  Education of living line a day
Country 2011-2022 Value (%) " ;ggiey 2021 (%) Value (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) 2011-2021°  2011-2021°
Estimates based on surveys for 2017-2022
Albania 2017/2018 D 0.003 07 20 20 391 .9 0.1 50 28.3 551 16.7 218 0.0
Algeria 2018/2019 M 0.005 14 590 610 39.2 0.007 0.2 3.6 312 493 19.5 55 0.5
Argentina 2019/2020 M¢ 0.0011 04! 195° 196" 34.0' .9 0.0° 16 697" 2141 89' 420 10
Bangladesh 2019 M 0.104 246 40,784 4730 422 0.010 6.5 18.2 173 376 451 243 135
Benin 2017/2018 D 0.368 66.8 7976 8,682 55.0 0.025 409 41 208 36.3 429 385 199
Burundi 2016/2017 D 0.409° 7519 83189 9,426° 5440 0.022° 4610 15.8¢ 23.89 272° 49.0° 649 651
Cambodia 2021/2022 D 0.070 16.6 2,191 2,761 423 0.009 41 205 215 48.0 305 i .
Cameroon 2018 D 0.232 436 10,931 11,856 532 0.026 246 17.6 252 216 411 315 257
Central African Republic 2018/2019 M 0.461 80.4 4189 4,388 574 0.025 55.8 129 202 218 52.0 . .
Chad 2019 M 0.517 84.2 13,575 14,461 614 0.024 64.6 10.7 191 36.6 443 423 309
Congo (Democratic Republic of the) 2017/2018 M 0.331 64.5 56,187 61,869 513 0.020 36.8 174 231 199 57.0 639 69.7
Costa Rica 2018 M 0.0021" 05 2k 28" 371t .o 0.0 24 405 410" 185 30.0 12
Cuba 2019 M 0.003f 07" 80" 80" 381 .9 017 211 1017 398 5011 . .
Dominican Republic 2019 M 0.009 23 247 252 38.8 0.006 0.2 48 14.6 46.2 39.2 210 09
Ecuador 2018 N 0.008 21 356 312 38.0 0.004 0.1 59 339 213 38.8 330 3.6
Ethiopia 2019D 0.367 68.7 78,443 82,679 533 0.022 419 184 14.0 315 545 2315) 210
Fiji 2021 M 0.006 15 14 14 381 .9 0.2 74 38.0 174 44.6 241 13
Gambia 2019/2020 D 0198 47 1,074 1101 415 0.016 173 28.0 327 33.0 343 48.6 172
Georgia 2018 M 0.0011 0.3 137 137 36.6 .9 0.0° 21 471 2387 2917 213 5.5
Ghana 2017/2018 M 0.1 24.6 7606 8,089 451 0.014 84 201 236 305 459 234 252
Guinea 2018 D 0.373 66.2 8313 8,960 56.4 0.025 435 16.4 214 384 403 437 138
Guinea-Bissau 2018/2019 M 0.34 644 1269 1327 529 0.021 359 20.0 191 35.0 458 411 217
Guyana 2019/2020 M 0.007" 18! 15! 15! 393 0.007" 02! 6.5! 304" 224! 412! . .
Haiti 2016/2017 D 0.200 413 4,483 47124 484 0.019 18.5 218 18.5 246 571.0 585 29.2
Honduras 2019 M 0.051 120 1193 1231 427 0.0 30 14.8 18.8 392 42.0 48.0 127
India 2019/2021D 0.069 16.4 230,739 230,739 42.0 0.010 42 18.7 322 282 397 219 10.0
Indonesia 2017 D 0.014! 3.6 9,512 9,907 3870 0.006’ 04 AT 3470 26.8! 385 98 35
Iraq 2018 M 0.033 8.6 3,505 3,759 379 0.005 13 5.2 331 609 6.0 189 01
Jamaica 2018 N 0.011* 2.8" 8" 8% 389* 0.005* 0.2% 5.0% 52.2% 209* 269% 199
Jordan 2017/2018 D 0.002 04 45 48 354 e 0.0 0.7 315 535 9.0 157 .
Kiribati 2018/2019 M 0.080 19.8 25 26 405 0.006 35 30.2 30.3 121 57.6 219 17
Kyrgyzstan 2018 M 0.001 0.4 24 26 363 .o 0.0 5.2 64.6 179 175 23 i3
Lao People's Democratic Republic 2017 M 0108 231 1615 1713 410 0.016 9.6 212 215 397 38.8 183 11
Lesotho 2018 M 0.084" 196" 4310 4470 430" 0.009" 50" 28.6" 219" 1810 60.0" 491 324
Liberia 2019/2020 D 0.259 52.3 2,662 2,17 496 0.018 249 233 9.7 28.6 517 509 2716
Madagascar 2021D 0.386 684 19,784 19,784 56.4 0.026 458 154 17.8 316 50.6 707 80.7
Malawi 2019/2020 M 0.231 499 9,666 9,922 46.3 0.012 175 215 18.6 25.5 559 50.7 701
Maldives 2016/2017 D 0.003 0.8 4 4 344 .o 0.0 48 80.7 151 42 54 0.0
Mali 2018 D 0.376 683 13,622 14,968 55.0 0.022 447 153 19.6 412 39.3 446 14.8
Mauritania 2019/2021D 0.321 58.4 2,697 2,697 56.0 0.024 38.0 12.3 177 424 399 318 6.5
Mexico 2021N 0.016'" 41'm 5156'" 5156'" 405'™ 0.007'm 0.8'm 350 641m  136'm 22.3'm 439 31
Mongolia 2018 M 0.028" 73" 230" 243" 388" 0.004" 08" 155" 211" 268" 521" 278 0.7
Montenegro 2018 M 0.005 12 8 8 396 .9 0.1 29 58.5 22.3 19.2 226 2.8
Morocco 2017/2018 P 0.027° 6.4° 2,285° 2,358° 42.0° 0.012° 14° 10.9° 24.4° 46.8° 28.8° 48 14
Mozambique 2019/2020 N 0.372% 61.9% 19.310% 19,8664 60.0%° 0.037% 430* 13.9% 213%  263%  464% 461 64.6
Nepal 2019 M 0.074 175 5,047 5,258 425 0.010 49 178 232 339 43.0 . .
Nigeria 2021 M 017559 33009 70,5161 70,5161 5291 0.027 18130 16.6'9 1950 35519 4500 401 309
North Macedonia 2018/2019 M 0.001 0.4 8 8 382 .o 0.1 22 29.6 52.6 178 218 21
Pakistan 2017/2018 D 0.198 38.3 84,228 88,701 517 0.023 215 129 216 413 311 219 49
Palestine, State of 2019/2020 M 0.002 0.6 28 29 350 e 0.0 13 62.9 31.0 61 292 0.5
Papua New Guinea 2016/2018 D 0.263' 56.6! 52831 5,634) 465 0.016' 25.8 25.31 46! 300 65.31 . .
Peru 2021N 0.026 6.6 2,236 2,236 389 0.006 09 10.4 14.0 336 52.4 301 29
Philippines 2017 D 0.024 58! 6,187 6,600’ 4.8 0.010 13 73 20.3! 31.00 4871 16.7 30
Rwanda 2019/2020 D 0.231 48.8 6,418 6,512 413 0.014 197 227 19.0 26.6 544 382 52.0
Samoa 2019/2020 M 0.025 6.3 14 14 391 0.003 0.5 129 369 312 319 20.3 12
Sao Tome and Principe 2019 M 0.048 nr 25 26 409 0.007 21 17.0 187 36.6 446 66.7 15.6
Senegal 2019 D 0.263 50.8 8,134 8,579 517 0.019 217 182 207 484 309 46.1 9.3
Serbia 2019 M 0.000* 018 8 8t 381 e 0.0 21t 309 401 29.0 217 1.6
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TABLE 1

SDG 1.2 SDG 1.2 SDG 11
Contribution of deprivation Population living below
in dimension to overall monetary poverty line
Population in multidi | poverty? multidi ional poverty® (%)
Multidimensional Population Population
Poverty Index? Headcount . Inequality if‘ severe vul_m_erable_to National
Intensity of ~ among  multidimensional multidimensional Standard poverty  PPP $2.15
Year and survey® (th ds) deprivation  the poor poverty poverty® Health  Education of living line a day
Country 2011-2022 Value (%) " \s/g;ey 2021 (%) Value (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) 201-2021°  2011-2021°
Seychelles 2019 N 0.003" 09" 1hs 1hs 342" .9 0.0" 0.4 66.8" 3210 1ans 25.3 05
Sierra Leone 2019 D 0.293 59.2 4,765 49871 495 0.019 28.0 213 230 241 53.0 56.8 261
Suriname 2018 M 0.01 29 17 i 394 0.007 04 40 20.4 438 358 .
Tajikistan 2017 D 0.029 4 664 726 39.0 0.004 07 201 418 265 25.8 26.3 6.1
Thailand 2019 M 0.002° 0.6 412° 4147 367" 0.003" 0.0° 61" 383 4511 1677 6.8 0.0
Togo 2017 M 0.180 376 2954 3252 418 0.016 15.2 238 209 281 509 455 281
Tonga 2019 M 0.003 09 1 1 381 .9 0.0 6.4 382 407 211 18
Tunisia 2018 M 0.003 0.8 94 97 36.5 .o 01 24 244 61.6 14.0 15.2 01
Turkmenistan 2019 M 0.001" 02" 15" 16" 340" .9 0.0" 0.3" 824" 15.5" 21"
Tuvalu 2019/2020 M 0.008 21 0 0 382 0.002 0.0 122 36.5 436 20.0
Uzbekistan 2021/2022 M 0.006¢ 170 5991 589 3530 0.001t 0.0 0.2t 9451t 0.0t 550t 141 .
Viet Nam 2020/2021 M 0.008’ 191 1871 1871 403 0.010/ 04 35 2291 407 36.41 6.7 07
Zambia 2018 D 0.232 419 8,544 9,329 484 0.015 210 239 215 250 53.5 54.4 614
Zimbabwe 2019 M 0.110 25.8 3,961 4126 42,6 0.009 6.8 26.3 23.6 173 59.2 38.3 39.8
Afghanistan 2015/2016 D 0272 5591 19,365’ 22,4200 48.6/ 0.020' 249 1810 10.0 4501 450 545
Angola 2015/2016 D 0.282 511 14,899 17,633 55.3 0.024 325 155 212 321 46.8 323 311
Armenia 2015/2016 D 0.0019 029 59 59 36.2¢ e 0.09 2.89 3310 36.8¢ 3019 265 05
Barbados 2012 M 0.009% 2.5% " 7" 342% .9 0.0* 0.5% 96.0" 07" 3.3k
Belize 2015/2016 M 0.017 43 16 17 398 0.007 0.6 84 395 209 396 . .
Bolivia (Plurinational State of) 2016 N 0.038 91 1,020 1094 47 0.008 19 121 187 315 498 36.4 20
Bosnia and Herzegovina 2011/2012 M 0.008* 22 80* 128 379* 0.002* 0.1% 41% 797 72" 131% 169 0.1
Botswana 2015/2016 N 0.073¢ 172¢ 405" 446" 422 0.008¢ 35 1970 30.3¢ 16.5¢ 53.2¢ 154
Brazil 2015 NY 0.016 " 381 78831 8,234 4251 0.008 09 6.2'% 4984 2291 2131 . 58
China 2014 N* 0.016* 394 53,815™ 55,396 4144 0.005* 0.3 1749 3520 3929 256" 0.0 01
Colombia 2015/2016 D 0.020 48 2,308! 2,497 40.6/ 0.009’ 0.8/ 6.21 12.00 3951 485 393 6.6
Comoros 2012D 0.181 373 255 306 485 0.020 161 223 208 316 416 424 18.6
Congo 2014/2015 M 012 243 1229 1416 46.0 0.013 94 213 234 202 56.4 409 354
Cote d'lvoire 2016 M 0.236 461 11155 12,659 512 0.019 245 176 19.6 40.4 40.0 395 1.4
Eqypt 2014 D 0.0209" 529" 5,0089" 512490 3769 0.004¢9" 0.69" 619 400" 5319" 699 35 15
El Salvador 2014 M 0.032 79 488 496 413 0.009 17 99 155 434 411 26.2 36
Eswatini (Kingdom of) 2014 M 0.081 192 216 229 423 0.009 44 209 293 179 52.8 589 361
Gabon 2012D 0.070° 15.69 2870 3659 4470 0.013¢ 510 18.4¢ 3210 2149 46.09 334 2.5
Guatemala 2014/2015D 0134 289 4,621 5,086 462 0.013 1.2 211 26.3 35.0 387 59.3 95
Kazakhstan 2015 M 0.0029 0.5% 81 87 35.6% .9 0.0 18 90.4% 317 6.4% 5.2 0.0
Kenya 2014 D 01mne 375¢ 17176° 19,865°¢ 456° 0.014° 12.4¢° 35.8¢ 2359 15.00 6159 361 294
Libya 2014 P 0.007 20 122 135 371 0.003 0.1 1.4 390 486 124 . .
Moldova (Republic of) 2012 M 0.004 09 33 29 374 e 0.1 37 92 24 484 245 0.0
Myanmar 2015/2016 D 0176 383 19,883 20,613 459 0.015 138 219 185 323 492 248 20
Namibia 2013 D 0.185¢ 409° 9019 1,034¢ 452¢ 0.013¢ 1319 19.2¢ 31.69 1390 54.4° 174 15.6
Nicaragua 2011/2012 D 0.0749 16.5¢ 9939 11289 4530 0.013¢ 569 1349 150 36.2° 52.3¢ 249 39
Niger 2012 D 0.601° 91.09 16,3339 229739 66.1° 0.026° 76.39 499 2140 36.7° 41.89 408 50.6
Paraguay 2016 M 0.019 45 282 302 49 0.013 1.0 12 143 389 46.8 269 07
Saint Lucia 2012 M 0.007% 19% 3¢ 3k 37.5* e 0.0% 16% 69.5% 15% 23.0* 25.0 51
South Africa 2016 D 0.025 6.3 3,530 3716 398 0.005 09 122 395 131 414 55.5 20.5
Sri Lanka 2016 N 0.01 29 626 636 383 0.004 0.3 143 325 244 43.0 41 10
Sudan 2014 M 0.219 52.3 19,363 23,892 53.4 0.023 309 1 211 292 49.8 . 153
Tanzania (United Republic of) 2015/2016 D 0.284¢ 5719 31,046° 36,2889 49.89 0.016° 215° 2340 2259 22.39 55.2¢ 264 449
Timor-Leste 2016 D 0.222¢ 4839 5919 637° 4590 0.014° 1749 26.8¢ 29.39 2310 416° 418 244
Trinidad and Tobago 2011 M 0.002f 0.6 9t 10° 3801 e 01 37! 4551 3401 20.5' . .
Uganda 2016 D 0.2819 57.2¢ 221529 26,2149 4920 0.017¢ 257¢ 236° 2400 216° 5459 20.3 422
Ukraine 2012 M 0.0019 0.2% e 1069 3449 e 0.09 049 60.5% 2849 129 16 0.0
Yemen 2013 D 0.2459 4859 13,078° 159859 50.6¢ 0.021° 2439 2239 29.0° 30409 40.69 48.6 19.8
Developing countries - 0.088 18.2 1,051,611 116,713 485 0.017 79 14.8 242 31.6 442 20.1 10.5
Regions
Arab States - 0.074 151 4419 52,636 489 0.019 6.9 9.0 261 343 397 234 47
East Asia and the Pacific - 0.022 51 102,302 105,845 424 0.008 09 144 281 35.8 3611 38 0.8
Europe and Central Asia - 0.004 12 1671 1713 371 0.003 0.1 25 66.7 16.5 16.8 122 0.7
Latin America and the Caribbean - 0.024 5.6 31712 33,258 431 0.01 15 6.5 335 2716 389 379 49
South Asia - 0.091 20.5 380,793 389,488 446 0.014 6.9 179 219 337 383 226 92
Sub-Saharan Africa - 0.262 495 491,015 533172 529 0.022 2719 18.6 20.6 29.6 49.8 411 374
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TABLE 1

Notes

Not all indicators were available for all countries, so cau-
tion should be used in cross-country comparisons. When
an indicator is missing, weights of available indicators are
adjustedtototal 100 percent. See Technical note at https:/
hdr.undp.org/system/files/documents/mpi2023tech
nicalnotes.pdf and Methodological Note 55 at https://
ophi.org.uk/mpi-methodological-note-55/ for details.

D indicates data from Demographic and Health Sur-
veys, M indicates data from Multiple Indicator Cluster
Surveys, N indicates data from national surveys and
P indicates data from Pan Arab Population and Family
Health Surveys (see https://hdr.undp.org/mpi-2023-fags
and Methodological Note 55 at https://ophi.org.uk/mpi-
methodological-note-55/ for the list of national surveys).

Data refer to the most recent year available during the
period specified.

Value is not reported because it is based on a small
number of multidimensionally poor people.

Urban areas only.

Considers child deaths that occurred at any time be-
cause the survey did not collect the date of child deaths.

Revised estimate from the 2020 MPI.

Missing indicator on cooking fuel.

Revised estimate from the 2022 MPI based on the sur-
vey microdata update.

Missing indicator on nutrition.

Missing indicator on child mortality.

Child mortality data were not used because the data
were collected from a sample of women ages 15—49 that
was not representative of the female population in that
age group.

Anthropometric data were collected from all children
under age 5 and from selected individuals who are age
5 or older. Construction of the nutrition indicator was re-
stricted to children under age 5 since the anthropomet-
ric sample is representative of the under 5 population.

Indicator on sanitation follows the national classification
in which pit latrine with slab is considered unimproved.

Following the national report, latrines are considered an
improved source for the sanitation indicator.

Some 235 households were present in the individual
datafile but not in the asset datafile. It is assumed that
these households owned zero relevant assets.

The analytical sample was restricted to the Multiple
Indicator Cluster Survey sample, and its sample weight
was used, because child mortality information was not
collected for the National Immunization Coverage Sur-
vey sample.

Because of the high proportion of children excluded
from nutrition indicators due to measurements not being
taken, estimates based on the 2019 Serbia Multiple Indi-
cator Cluster Survey should be interpreted with caution.
The unweighted sample size used for the multidimen-
sional poverty calculation is 82.8 percent.

Missing indicator on school attendance.

The analytical sample was restricted to the round 2
sample because standard of living questions were not
collected for the round 1sample.

Captures only deaths of children under age 5 who died
in the last five years and deaths of children ages 12-18
years who died in the last two years.

22

\ The methodology was adjusted to account for missing
indicator on nutrition and incomplete indicator on child
mortality (the survey did not collect the date of child

deaths).
w Based on the version of data accessed on 7 June 2016.
X Given the information available in the data, child mortality

was constructed based on deaths that occurred between
surveys—that is, between 2012 and 2014. Child deaths
reported by an adult man in the household were taken
into account because the date of death was reported.

y Missing indicator on housing.

Definitions

Multidimensional Poverty Index: Proportion of the population
that is multidimensionally poor adjusted by the intensity of the
deprivations. See Technical note https://hdr.undp.org/system/
files/documents/mpi2023technicalnotes.pdf and Methodologi-
cal Note 55 at https://ophi.org.uk/mpi-methodological-note-55/
for details on how the Multidimensional Poverty Index is
calculated.

Multidimensional poverty headcount: Population with a depri-
vation score of at least 33.3 percent. It is expressed as a share
of the population in the survey year, the number of multidimen-
sionally poor people in the survey year and the projected num-
ber of multidimensionally poor people in 2021.

Intensity of deprivation of multidimensional poverty: Average
deprivation score experienced by people in multidimensional
poverty.

Inequality among the poor: Variance of individual deprivation
scores of poor people. It is calculated by subtracting the depri-
vation score of each multidimensionally poor person from the
intensity, squaring the differences and dividing the sum of the
weighted squares by the number of multidimensionally poor
people.

Population in severe multidimensional poverty: Percentage
of the population in severe multidimensional poverty—that is,
those with a deprivation score of 50 percent or more.

Population vulnerable to multidimensional poverty: Percent-
age of the population at risk of suffering multiple deprivations—
that is, those with a deprivation score of 20-33.3 percent.

Contribution of deprivation in dimension to overall multidi-
mensional poverty: Percentage of the Multidimensional Pover-
ty Index attributed to deprivations in each dimension.

Population living below national poverty line: Percentage of
the population living below the national poverty line, which is
the poverty line deemed appropriate for a country by its au-
thorities. National estimates are based on population-weighted
subgroup estimates from household surveys.

Population living below PPP $2.15 a day: Percentage of the
population living below the international poverty line of $2.15 (in
2017 purchasing power parity [PPP] terms) a day.

Main data sources

Column 1: Refers to the year and the survey whose data were
used to calculate the country’s Multidimensional Poverty Index
value and its components.

Columns 2-12: HDRO and OPHI calculations based on data on
household deprivations in health, education, and standard of liv-
ing from various surveys listed in column 1 using the methodolo-
gy described in Technical note (available at https://hdr.undp.org/
system/files/documents/mpi2023technicalnotes.pdf) and Meth-
odological Note 55 at https://ophi.org.uk/mpi-methodological-
note-55/. Columns 4 and 5 also use population data from Unit-
ed Nations Department of Economic and Social Affairs. 2022.
World Population Prospects: The 2022 Revision. New York.
https://population.un.org/wpp/. Accessed 9 April 2023.

Columns 13 and 14: World Bank. 2022. World Development In-
dicators database. Washington, DC. http://data.worldbank.org.
Accessed 2 May 2023.
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TABLE 2

Multidimensional Poverty Index: changes over time
based on harmonized estimates

Population in
multidi ional poverty People who are multidil ionally poor and deprived in each indicator
Headcount
Multidimensional T Intensity of Child Years of School Cooking Drinking
Poverty Index? (th ds) deprivation Nutrition mortality schooling attendance  fuel Sanitation ~ water  Electricity Housing Assets
In survey

Country Year and survey®  Value (%) year (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
Albania 2008/2009 D 0.008 21 60 378 13 03 04 1.0 18 1.0 0.8 0.0 13 0.3
Albania 2017/2018 D 0.003 07 20 391¢ 05 0.0 0.5¢ 04 03 0.1 02 0.0¢ 01 0.0
Algeria 2012/2013 M 0.008 21 800 385 12 04 15 09 0.2 0.8 0.6 03 0.8 02
Algeria 2018/2019 M 0.005 14 590 39.2¢ 0.8 0.2 1.0 0.6 01¢ 06°¢ 04¢ 0.2¢ 04 01¢
Armenia 2010D 0.001 0.4 12 359 04 01 0.0 02 0.0 0.2 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0
Armenia? 2015/2016 D 0.001¢ 0.2¢ 5 359¢ 01¢ 0.0 0.0¢ 01¢ 01¢ 0.2¢ 0.0°¢ 0.0¢ 0.0¢ 0.0°¢
Bangladesh? 2014 D 0175 376 58,582 465 164 23 253 95 359 282 41 238 358 26.2
Bangladesh 2019 M 0.101 241 39,830 420 87 13 16.6 6.5 228 153 14 46 22.8 159
Belize 2011 M 0.030 14 24 411 46 2.6 19 gi5) 45 19 0.8 28 44 2.5
Belize 2015/2016 M 0.020 49 18 40.2¢ 35¢ 17e 07°¢ 17 32¢ 2.3¢ 07°¢ 26¢ 30¢ 13
Benin 2014 M 0.346 632 6,112 541 320 1.5 425 310 62.7 61.5 324 542 443 163
Benin® 2017/2018 D 0.362¢ 66.0¢ 7880 549¢ 337¢ 10.3¢ 44.2¢ 355 65.6¢ 63.8¢ 369 547¢ 425¢ 176¢
Bolivia (Plurinational State of) 2003 D 0.167 339 3,070 492 17.0 42 159 13.0 211 332 15.4 223 327 191
Bolivia (Plurinational State of) 2008 D 0.095 20.6 2,037 46.2 10.2 21 1.6 34 179 201 82 132 170 n4
Bolivia (Plurinational State of) 2016 N 0.038 91 1,025 47 37 05 5.8 14 12 87 31 38 5] 38
Bosnia and Herzegovina' 2006 M 0.015 39 160 389 33 . 0.8 0.4 25 0.6 03 01 0.7 04
Bosnia and Herzegovina® 2011/2012 M 0.008 22 80 379¢ 20 . 0.2 0.2¢ 15 0.3 0.0 01¢ 0.0 01
Burkina Faso 2006 M 0.607 88.7 12,704 68.4 493 52.0 62.7 62.1 883 884 55.5 80.3 813 182
Burkina Faso®* 2010 D 0.574¢ 86.3¢ 1391 66.5° 416 499¢ 68.7 58.9¢ 85.8¢ 779 420 834¢ 28 138
Burundi 2010D 0.464 82.3 751 56.4 53.3 87 50.5 28.0 821 56.5 537 814 78.8 60.8
Burundi 2016/2017 D 0.409 751 8,318 54.4 50.6° 19¢ 42.6 240 749 457 42.8 735 70.6 5318
Cambodia 2010D 0.225 471 6,168 418 287 31 26.3 104 46.6 421 25.2 426 291 14.6
Cambodia 2014 D 0168 36.7 5,586 458 202 18 215 107¢ 358 303 20.0 261 207 6.5
Cambodia 2021/2022 D 0.070 16.6 2,791 423 8.6 05 105 9.8¢ 121 8.6 5.0 46 46 37
Cameroon? 201D 0.258 416 9,142 542 28.0 13 242 181 469 36.3 g3 38.8 404 242
Cameroon 2014 M 0.243¢ 454¢ 10,132 53.6¢ 244 91¢ 235¢ 176¢ 447¢ 40.3¢ 28.8 37.0¢ 39.0¢ 22.8¢
Cameroon* 2018 D 0.229¢ 432¢ 10,843 531¢ 252°¢ 84¢ 19.3¢ 194¢ 426° 333 26.7¢ 346° 36.8¢ 221¢
Central African Republic 2000 M 0.573 89.6 3,367 64.0 457 455 442 63.6 889 69.6 443 84.8 782 69.2
Central African Republic 2010 M 0.481 812 3,786 59.2 373 40.6 387 331 81.0 60.0 55.2 9 4.6 67.3¢
Central African Republic® 2018/2019 M 0.516 84.3 4,39 61.2 443 359 463 338¢ 839 711 63.0 779¢ 784 743
Chad 2010 M 0.601 90.0 10,708 66.7 412 44.6 64.8 493 89.2 83.8 64.6 817 817 50.6
Chad® 2014/2015D 0578 894¢ 12,636 647 46.0¢ 401 517 52.5¢ 88.3¢ 85.3¢ 61.2¢ 85.1¢ 86.0¢ 458
Chad® 2019 M 0.562°¢ 817°¢ 14143 641° 44.8¢ 32.6 58.0¢ 599 85.2 80.3 483 839¢ 833 451¢
China®e" 2010 N 0.041 95 121721 432 6.3 0.8 5.8 13 85 44 12 03 . 55
China®st 2014 N 0.018 42 58,313 416° 34 0.6 22 14¢ 31 1.0 21 0.0¢ . 12
Colombia' 2010D 0.024 6.0 2,668 404 . 09 48 11 45 42 36 15 45 19
Colombia' 2015/2016 D 0.020 48 2,308 40.6° . 07 39 0.8 37 55 33¢ 14¢ 40¢ 12
Congo® 2005D 0.258 53.8 1974 48.0 265 103 10.4 155 52.6 52.8 387 457 426 444
Congo 2014/2015 M 0.4 241 1253 461 12.6 31 9r1°¢ 4.0 241 234 15.2 205 9.7 141
Congo (Democratic Republic of the)* 2007 D 0.428 76.7 46,251 55.8 438 14.2 22.0 412 76.5 654 62.7 730 708 589
Congo (Democratic Republic of the)!  2013/2014 D 0.375 9¢ 54,692 52.2 441¢ nre 18.5¢ 245 nre 60.6¢ 58.6° 68.9¢ 67.4¢ 51.6
Congo (Democratic Republic of the) ~ 2017/2018 M 0.337 64.8 56,438 52.1¢ 388 12 16.4¢ 26.7¢ 641 599¢ 50.8 579 58.6 487¢
Cote d'lvoire 2011/2012 D 0.310 589 12960 521 305 12 374 329 56.8 54.0 210 317 30.7 161
Cote d'lvoire 2016 M 0.236 461 1,155 51.2 20.6 Al 317 254 434 402 230°¢ 29.0 241 10.0
Dominican Republic’ 2007 D 0.030 73 683 4.0 . 16 B3 22 37 39 15 17 6.6 43
Dominican Republic’ 2014 M 0.014 37 379 386 . 14¢ 2.3 0.6 19 19 05 10 16 15
Dominican Republic’ 2019 M 0.01 28 306 38.7¢ . 1.2¢ 16 0.6° 12 14 0.3 0.4 15¢ 1
Ecuador 2013/2014 N 0.019 A7 743 40.0 30 15 16 1.0 18 29 2.3 07 24 2.2
Ecuador® 2018 N 0.01 30 504 381 21 12 0.8 07 11 12 09 0.5 11 13
Eqypt! 2008 D 0.032 8.0 6,692 401 58 10 44 5.3 . 16 0.5 0.2 2.8 17
Egypt! 2014 D 0.018 49 4,676 376 gi5) 08¢ 2.8 31 . 07 03¢ 0.0 07 02
Eswatini (Kingdom of) 2010 M 0130 29.3 322 443 18.2 54 89 46 215 18.8 19.8 210 15.2 138
Eswatini (Kingdom of) 2014 M 0.081 19.2 216 423 1.4 29 6.0 2.7 178 131 129 15.6 8.8 91
Ethiopia? 201D 0.491 835 76,634 589 349 12 571.2 399 831 78.5 701 710 831 749
Ethiopia® 2016 D 0.436 174 81,526 56.3 301 5.6 522 334 76.8 47 584 707 710 634
Ethiopia 2019 D 0.367 68.8 78,485 53.3 269°¢ 40 382 31.0¢ 68.3 64.8 46.8 57.3 67.6 55.0
Gabon 2000D 0.145 309 393 410 153 6.2 12.8 6.8 245 292 214 19.5 189 243
Gabon 2012D 0.068 15.3 281 447 95 37 5.7 31 95 143 98 14 91 6.6
Gambia 2005/2006 M 0.387 68.0 1164 56.9 353 407 341 382 67.6 347 281 60.0 442 15.6
Gambia®® 2013D 0.339 619 1316 54.8 375¢ 346 221 389¢ 61.6 430 16.6 514 30.8 15
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TABLE 2

Population in
multidi ional poverty People who are multidil ionally poor and deprived in each indicator
Headcount
Multidimensional T Intensity of Child Years of School Cooking Drinking
Poverty Index? (thousands) deprivation Nutrition mortality schooling attendance  fuel Sanitation ~ water  Electricity Housing Assets
In survey

Country Year and survey®  Value (%) year (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
Gambia® 2018 M 0.257 50.0 1223 515 292 30.3¢ 16.6 281 498 337 15.0¢ 301 18.4 38
Gambia®® 2019/2020 D 0.241¢ 482¢ 1241 50.0¢ 26.3¢ 32.0¢ 128 28.8¢ 47.8¢ 316¢ 10.6 28.6¢ 125 3¢
Ghana 2011M 0153 31.8 8,341 419 14.8 49 169 87 315 304 191 236 209 13.0
Ghana? 2014 D 0130 28.4¢ 8,012 457 126° 31 149¢ 10.2¢ 28.0°¢ 270¢ 14.4 15.5 16.7 99
Ghana 2017/2018 M 0.2« 241 1,624 452¢ 124¢ 34¢ 125¢ 81° 24.5¢ 22.8 12.3¢ 109 137 80
Guinea’ 2012D 0.421 n2 7685 59.1 343 138 505 410 n2 63.0 414 641 509 291
Guinea 2016 M 0.336 619 7384 543 290 86 397 384 61.7 510 355 532 335 22.8
Guinea’ 2018 D 0.364 65.0¢ 8,155 56.0 317 12.0 459 39.6¢ 64.6¢ 54.8¢ 36.5¢ 484 38.8 24.0¢
Guinea-Bissau 2014 M 0.363 66.0 1151 55.0 353 125 397 322 65.3 64.0 215 60.6 63.8 132
Guinea-Bissau 2018/2019 M 0.341¢ 64.4¢ 1269 529 R2¢ 69 40.8¢ 30.7¢ 64.2¢ 61.2¢ 340 454 63.5¢ 12.8¢
Guyana® 2009 D 0.023 54 4 49 gi5) 07 15 13 31 2.6 23 46 35 37
Guyana 2014 M 0.014¢ 33¢ 25 47¢ 21¢ 0.6° 0.6 09¢ 21¢ 18¢ 15¢ 27¢ 22¢ 18
Guyana 2019/2020 M 0.007 18 14 393 11 0.2 0.5¢ 04 09 0.7 0.6 1.0 14 12¢
Haiti 2012D 0.237 484 4,894 489 19.3 48 32.6 6.2 48.0 431 36.2 425 345 333
Haiti 2016/2017 D 0192 399 4336 481¢ 15.6 38 22.8 6.5¢ 397 351 28.6 357 29.0 31.4¢
Honduras®* 2005/2006 D 0.186 36.7 2,839 50.7 157 20 18.6 243 341 257 129 . 329 220
Honduras®* 2011/2012 D 0108 22.8 2,007 412 9.6 1.0 10.6 136 27 16.2 14 . 209 82
Honduras* 2019 M 0.049 10.8 1,080 449 49 0.6 5.6 5.5 10.2 59 19 . 81 5.4
India 2005/2006 D 0.283 551 645,676 513 443 45 24.0 19.8 529 50.4 164 29.0 449 3715
India 2015/2016 D 0122 211 370,509 440 211 22 1.6 5.5 26.0 244 51 8.6 235 95
India 2019/2021D 0.069 16.4 230,739 420 n.8 15 7 39 139 13 21 21 136 5.6
Indonesia’ 2012D 0.028 69 17198 403 . 20 29 21 5.6 51 41 18 30 36
Indonesia’ 2017 D 0.014 36 9,509 387 . 15 15 07 2.4 22 13 0.8 13 17
Iraq 2011 M 0.057 144 4,665 39.6 99 2.6 69 11 09 19 21 07 50 0.5
Iraq 2018 M 0.033 8.6 3,505 379 50 14 5.5 6.5 0.2 14 04 01 13 0.2
Jordan 2012D 0.002 05 38 338 0.2 0.3 0.2 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Jordan 2017/2018 D 0.002¢ 0.4¢ 45 353 0.2¢ 0.2¢ 0.2¢ 0.2¢ 0.0¢ 0.0 0.1¢ 0.0¢ 0.1¢ 0.0°¢
Kazakhstan® 2010/2011 M 0.003 09 150 36.2 0.6 07 0.0 01 04 0.0 04 0.0 05 01
Kazakhstan® 2015 M 0.002 05 82 355¢ 0.5¢ 04¢ 0.0¢ 0.0°¢ 0.0 0.0¢ 0.1 0.0¢ 01 0.0
Kenya 2008/2009 D 0.247 52.2 21,089 413 335 55 120 85 517 46.0 376 50.1 52.0 289
Kenya 2014D 0.mn 375 17176 456 20.6 35 99 54 36.8 330 269 35.0 374 20.0
Kyrgyzstan 2005/2006 M 0.036 94 493 380 44 6.1 0.0 17 81 2.0 44 0.2 8.0 46
Kyrgyzstan® 2014 M 0.012 34 195 312¢ 24 19 0.2¢ 05 22 0.1 2.0 0.1¢ 2.8 0.1
Kyrgyzstan® 2018 M 0.004 11 68 36.9¢ 10 09 0.0¢ 0.2¢ 04 0.1¢ 0.3 0.0¢ 0.1 0.0¢
Lao People's Democratic Republic 2011/2012 M 0.210 40.2 2,619 521 212 5.4 309 16.6 40.2 317 18.5 218 26.7 157
Lao People's Democratic Republic 2017 M 0.108 231 1615 470 120 19 16.6 91 229 172 104 6.1 120 71
Lesotho 2009 D 0195 422 841 46.2 191 40 15.0 109 . 38.0 251 413 345 30.6
Lesotho? 2014 D 0.128 28.3 594 450 125 3¢ 1.6 5.3 . 204 17.0 28.0 245 205
Lesotho’ 2018 M 0.084 19.6 431 430 9.6 15 55 37 . 14.8 16 184 159 152
Liberia 2007 D 0.463 814 2,959 56.9 414 10.8 359 56.7 813 71 340 80.6 61.6 64.5
Liberia 2013 D 0.326 63.5 2,812 513 323 84 305 236 63.4 59.5 311¢ 61.7 48.6 38.0
Liberia 2019/2020 D 0.259 52.3 2,662 49.6 246 6.1 25.6 189 51.8 46.8 22.8 418 36.6 35.4¢
Madagascar 2008/2009 D 0.433 57 15994 511 332 6.2 59.0 26.4 757 75.3 56.0 725 689 56.0
Madagascar 2018 M 0.379 68.6 18,425 55.2 281 5.2 494 26.8¢ 685 67.8 52.6¢ 54.8 61.3 488
Madagascar 2021D 0.364°¢ 65.7¢ 19,000 55.4¢ 26.0 55¢ 417°¢ 25.3¢ 65.5¢ 621 51.3¢ 56.6° 5712 48.3¢
Malawi® 2010D 0.330 66.8 9,825 495 302 18 332 15.6 66.7 63.0 402 64.6 59.8 39.8
Malawi¢ 2015/2016 D 0.244 52.6 9,151 463 259 46 26.3 73 52.5 289 305 516 483 340
Malawi 2019/2020 M 0.231¢ 499 9,674 46.3¢ 222 36 216¢ 78¢ 497 322 223 46.8 449 36.8
Mali? 2006 D 0.501 837 1,406 599 430 194 68.6 54.0 835 45.0 448 710 n2 261
Mali 2015 M 0.418 731 13,245 511 439¢ 170 393 56.7¢ 728 55.5 339 52.2 609 5.7
Mali¢ 2018 D 0.361 66.4 13,244 54.4 299 nr 458 459 659 508 334¢ 432 488 82
Mauritania 2011 M 0.356 62.1 2,208 56.8 307 8.3 431 418 50.5 52.7 39.6 515 511 229
Mauritania 2015 M 0.307 56.2 2,211 547 218 50 420° 30.3 470°¢ 462 313 481¢ 479¢ 171
Mauritania® 2019/2021D 0.321¢ 57.4¢ 2,649 55.9¢ 21.6¢ 53¢ 40.1¢ 422 413¢ 418¢ 30.0¢ 46.9¢ 46.2¢ 20.0
Mexico' 2012 N 0.026 6.3 7328 418 41 . 19 1 34 31 14 0.5 35 19
Mexico' 2016 N 0.021 5.2 6,330 398 35¢ . 16¢ 07 2.6¢ 2.0 07 01 21 12
Mexico' 2020 N 0.015 39 4975 39.0¢ 32¢ . 0.5 05¢ 17e 09 02 01 16 08¢
Mexico' 2021N 0.016¢ 41¢ 5156 40.5¢ 32¢ . 0.6¢ 07¢ 19¢ 13¢ 05¢ 0.2¢ 21¢ 0.6¢
Moldova (Republic of) 2005D 0.006 15 60 36.6 03 01 09 04 12 09 0.5 01 07 13
Moldova (Republic of) 2012 M 0.003 09 3 36¢ 0.2¢ 0.0 0.6¢ 0.2¢ 0.6 07¢ 05°¢ 01¢ 05¢ 0.5
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TABLE 2

Country

Mongolia
Mongolia®!
Mongolia®!
Montenegro®
Montenegro®
Morocco

Morocco®
Mozambique
Mozambique
Namibia

Namibia

Nepal®

Nepal?

Nepal

Nicaragua
Nicaragua

Niger

Niger

Nigeria'

Nigeria'

Nigeria'

Nigeria'

North Macedonia’
North Macedonia
North Macedonia’
Pakistan

Pakistan
Palestine, State of
Palestine, State of
Palestine, State of
Peru

Peru

Peru

Peru

Philippines'™
Philippines'™
Rwanda

Rwanda

Rwanda

Sao Tome and Principe’
Sao Tome and Principe
Sao Tome and Principe
Senegal?

Senegal

Senegal

Serbia®

Serbia®

Serbia®

Sierra Leone!
Sierra Leone
Sierra Leone!
Sudan

Sudan

Suriname'
Suriname'
Suriname'
Tajikistan
Tajikistan
Tanzania (United Republic of)
Tanzania (United Republic of)

Population in
multidi ional poverty People who are multidil lly poor and deprived in each indicator
Headcount
Multidimensional Intensity of Child Years of School Cooking Drinking
Poverty Index? (thousands) deprivation Nutrition mortality schooling attendance  fuel Sanitation ~ water  Electricity Housing Assets
In survey
Year and survey®  Value (%) year (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
2010 M 0.081 19.6 530 414 61 91 45 16 187 19.5 12.6 97 174 39
2013 M 0.056 134 381 47¢ 38 6.2 43¢ 1.0 129 132 84 75 1.2 12
2018 M 0.039 99 314 393 29 41 29 16 95 9.6 6.4 09 84 0.8
2013 M 0.002 04 2 442 01 0.2 0.2 0.2 03 0.2 0.0 01 0.2 01
2018 M 0.005¢ 12¢ 8 39.6¢ 10¢ 08¢ 03¢ 03¢ 11¢ 0.2¢ 0.0°¢ 0.0¢ 03¢ 0.0¢
2011 P 0.078 173 5,680 455 6.3 6.6 137 6.8 55 838 n4 5.3 6.4 41
2017/2018 P 0.033 79 2,824 425 37 3.6 54 31 19 2.5 37 11 2.5 13
2003 D 0.516 84.3 16,183 61.2 418 128 65.6 415 84.0 84.0 681 81.5 68.7 58.0
201D 0.401 n2 16912 56.3 369 76 502 291 70.8 63.2 54.8 66.7 496 429
2006/2007 D 0.205 430 864 417 212 4.6 1.6 1.8 40.6 40.0 20.0 394 317 25.3
2013 D 0158 351 174 449 232 3¢ 14 7 330 323 187° 316 215 14.8
201D 0.185 391 10,671 414 20.0 2.4 216 8.0 38.6 341 91 191 376 210
2016 D 0.1 257 7164 432 137 18¢ 179 41 249 16.3 34 6.4 243 1.8
2019 M 0.075 17 5105 424¢ 94 10 17 36¢ 16.4 6.6 21¢ 5.6¢ 16.4 10.4¢
2001D 0.221 47 2168 529 16.3 28 26.8 211 407 36.7 219 264 342 30.6
2011/2012 D 0.074 16.5 993 453 45 0.6 125 37 16.2 6.2 136 1.5 135 91
2006 D 0.668 929 13,347 n9 64.6 261 81.8 657 9.8 90.2 67.5 879 85.2 64.8
2012D 0.594 899 16,135 66.1 579 18.8 743 517 89.3 84.0 599 825 809 46.0
2013D 0.230 423 73,982 54.4 13.0 251 251 410 30.6 28.6 321 35.5 163
2016/2017 M 0.215¢ 40.8°¢ 78,990 52.6 132¢ 231¢ 211 397¢ 37 241 315¢ 32.3¢ 15.7¢
2018 D 0.208¢ 38.2¢ 15,142 545 141¢ 20.6 232°¢ 370¢ 30.0¢ 20.8 207 29.0 143¢
2021 M 0175 330 70,516 529 . 10.2 16.7 20.6 31.8 26.4 182 249¢ 247 15.6¢
2005/2006 M 0.031 16 159 407 58 20 20 42 19 07 0.2 16 0.7
2011 M 0.010 2.5 53 311 18 0.5 05 1.6 08¢ 01 0.0¢ 08¢ 02
2018/2019 M 0.005 14 29 318¢ 12¢ . 0.2¢ 01¢ 07 04¢ 0.0°¢ 01¢ 0.0 01¢
2012/2013 D 0.233 445 91,326 52.3 323 87 251 215 382 294 91 6.3 359 173
2017/2018 D 0.198 383 84,228 517¢ 270 59 248¢ 243¢ 312 217 19¢ T1° 30.6 122
2010 M 0.004 11 44 354 0.8 05 0.2 0.6 01 0.3 0.0 03 0.1 02
2014 M 0.003¢ 08¢ 35 35.8¢ 0.6° 05¢ 0.1¢ 05¢ 01¢ 0.0 0.0°¢ 0.0 0.0¢ 01¢
2019/2020 M 0.002¢ 0.5¢ 27 347¢ 0.5¢ 0.3¢ 0.0¢ 0.3¢ 0.0¢ 0.1¢ 0.0°¢ 0.0¢ 0.0¢ 0.0¢
2012D 0.053 127 3,766 416 59 05 5.6 19 15 12 6.0 6.0 125 6.0
2018 N 0.029 4 2,316 39.6 24 04 33 22¢ 61 6.2 31 2.3 71 32
2019 N 0.029¢ T4¢ 2,416 397¢ 23° 04¢ 29 2.8 58¢ 61° 31 21¢ 69¢ 31
2021N 0.026 6.6 2,233 389¢ 19 0.3¢ 2.5 27¢ 5.4¢ 5.8¢ 21¢ 16 6.3¢ 2.5
2013D 0.037 11 7101 52.0 22 44 6.6 44 24 37 51 44
2017D 0.028 5.6 5939 49.8 . 15 3¢ . 48 31 17 22 38 31
2010 D 0.338 66.8 6,888 50.6 348 6.7 436 15 66.6 298 46.6 65.3 63.4 46.8
2014/2015D 0.282 515 6,697 49.0 211 33 369 109¢ 574 29.0¢ 404 52.4 541 394
2019/2020 D 0.231 488 6,418 413 230 33° 289 8.0 487 249 348 36.5 444 369¢
2008/2009 D 0.185 407 73 454 174 44 218 121 36.3 351 16.8 293 13 284
2014 M 0.091 22.0 43 416 85 17 153 53 15.0 19.6 89 151 0.3 13.0
2019 M 0.049 19 26 413¢ 47 0.8 71 40°¢ 94 1.0 34 70 0.3¢ 75
2005D 0.381 64.2 7,050 59.3 302 19.0 521 414 52.8 324 349 492 338 374
2017 D 0.282 52.4 7931 53.8 289¢ 9.0 324 445¢ 49.0¢ 31.8¢ 178 331 210 105
2019 D 0.260°¢ 50.3¢ 8,048 51.6 26.6° 58 32.4¢ 437¢ 465¢ 287¢ 15.6¢ 25.6 153 10.0¢
2010 M 0.001 0.2 14 426 01 01 01 01 0.2 0.1 0.0 0.0 01 0.1
2014 M 0.001¢ 03¢ 24 425¢ 01¢ 0.0¢ 03¢ 01¢ 03¢ 0.2¢ 0.0¢ 01¢ 0.2¢ 01¢
2019 M 0.000 01 8 38.1¢ 0.0 01¢ 01 0.0°¢ 01¢ 0.0 0.0°¢ 0.0 0.0¢ 0.0
2013 D 0.409 741 5158 55.2 390 159 374 320 739 69.7 457 n2 5771 450
2017 M 0.300 58.3 4,478 515 254 79 330 199 58.0 54.5 340 54.6 433 371
2019D 0272 55.2 4,443 493 240°¢ 94 269 151 551 50.8 339¢ 51.8¢ 384 341
2010 M 0.317 570 19.232 555 28.8 14 313 293 50.0 509 407 484 56.9 325
2014 M 0.279 52.3 19,363 534 298¢ 5.6 210 219 438 461 35.8 426 519 30.3¢
2006 M 0.059 127 66 46.2 73 70 2.2 6.0 75 5.3 43 51 6.6
2010 M 0.041 9.5 52 432¢ 5.6 49¢ 15¢ 40¢ 54¢ 26 24¢ 32¢ 33
2018 M 0.026 6.7 40 386 49¢ . 18 10¢ 12 2.2 05 10 14 18
2012D 0.049 122 970 404 10.5 28 0.4 6.3 79 13 15 0.5 10.3 17
2017D 0.029 4 661 39.0¢ 6.2 21¢ 0.1¢ 45 34 0.3 35 01¢ 5.6 0.3
2010 D 0.342 67.8 30,565 50.5 409 76 141 253 61.5 64.0 55.4 659 61.3 36.6
2015/2016 D 0.285 571 31,074 49.8¢ 325 59 123 257¢ 56.9 537 434 55.2 414 26.5
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TABLE 2

Population in
multidi ional poverty People who are multidil Ily poor and deprived in each indicator
Headcount
Multidimensional Intensity of Child Years of School Cooking Drinking
Poverty Index? (thousands) deprivation Nutrition mortality schooling attendance  fuel Sanitation ~ water  Electricity Housing Assets
In survey
Country Year and survey®  Value (%) year (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
Thailand® 2012 M 0.005 14 961 369 0.8 05 1.0 02 0.8 0.2 02 01 0.3 0.3
Thailand® 2015/2016 M 0.003 0.8 592 39.0¢ 04 0.3¢ 0.6 0.3¢ 03 0.2¢ 01 01¢ 0.2¢ 01
Thailand® 2019 M 0.002 0.6° 412 36.7¢ 03¢ 01¢ 0.4¢ 0.2¢ 03¢ 0.1¢ 0.0°¢ 0.0¢ 0.1¢ 01¢
Timor-Leste 2009/2010 D 0.362 69.6 758 52.0 497 57 215 301 69.3 493 408 54.8 61.4 54.4
Timor-Leste 2016 D 0.215 469 574 459 332 3.6 159 14.8 456 317 18.6 192 407 291
Togo 2010 M 0.321 58.2 3,828 551 244 29.6 324 15.3 581 56.5 401 52.3 37.8 214
Togo® 2013/2014 D 0.301¢ 551¢ 4,018 545¢ 25]1¢ 291¢ 26.6 157¢ 549¢ 53.4¢ 36.6¢ 46.8 376¢ 20.6
Togo® 2017 M 0.213 430 3373 49.6 183 177 19.3 13 425 407 247 330 217 15.5
Tunisia 2011/2012 M 0.006 14 154 40.0 0.6 0.2 1 0.5 0.2 07 07 0.2 01 0.6
Tunisia 2018 M 0.003 0.8 94 36.5 04¢ 01 07¢ 04¢ 0.0¢ 0.2 02 0.0 0.1¢ 01
Turkmenistan’ 2006 M 0.012 33 161 378 21 2.6 0.0 13 04 11 0.0 11 0.8
Turkmenistan® 2015/2016 M 0.004 11 63 349 09 10 0.0¢ 0.2 0.1¢ 0.0 0.0¢ 0.0 0.0
Turkmenistan®! 2019 M 0.003¢ 09¢ 58 336° 09¢ 09¢ 0.0 0.2¢ . 0.0°¢ 0.0¢ 0.0¢ 0.0¢ 0.0¢
Uganda 201D 0.349 617 22,550 515 422 97 293 152 671.3 60.3 514 66.4 619 319
Uganda 2016 D 0.281 512 22,157 492 351 53 22.6 13.8¢ 569 50.4 419 50.2 497 26.4
Ukraine' 2007 D 0.001 04 165 36.4 0.3 01 0.0 01 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.1 01
Ukraine' 2012 M 0.001¢ 0.2¢ 107 345 0.2¢ 0.1¢ 01¢ 01¢ 0.0°¢ 0.0¢ 0.0¢ 0.0¢ 0.0¢
Viet Nam' 2013/2014 M 0.019 49 4,495 393 09 36 14 45 41 13 04 31 12
Viet Nam' 2020/2021 M 0.008 19 1871 403¢ . 05 13 0.6 15 13 0.5 01 12 0.6
Zambia? 2007 D 0.343 65.2 8,082 52.1 36.6 9.3 187 307 641 58.3 514 63.0 55.6 39.8
Zambia® 2013/2014 D 0.263 53.3 8,388 493 313 6.4 137 218 530 45.0 354 50.6 442 252
Zambia 2018 D 0.232 419 8,544 484 257 42 12.0¢ 22.8¢ 416 317 28.6 445 40.2¢ 24.3¢
Zimbabwe* 2010/2011 D 0156 361 4702 433 18.8 42 44 81 35.5 29.6 231 343 26.8 250
Zimbabwe? 2015D 0130 302 4276 430¢ 16.7 3¢ 41¢ 59 291 245 217¢ 294 209 16.5
Zimbabwe 2019 M 0110 258 3,962 42.6° 123 32¢ 35¢ 18 252 214 19.8¢ 193 16.4 15.0¢
Notes h Missing indicator on housing. Main data sources
Suggested citation: Alkire, S., Kanagaratnam, U., and i Missing indicator on nutrition. Column 1: Refers to the year and the survey whose data were
Suppa, N. (2023). A methodological note on the global j Missing indicator on cooking fuel. used to calculate the country’s MPI value and its components.
Multidlimensional Poverty Indgx (MP1) 2023 changes K Missing indicator on electricity. Columns 2-15: Data and methodology are described in Alkire,
E)ve;;at:m;o[zsgl;sofirfoiiz ;Zir::esérgjp::m’f:# ’\gzt:go: - ation T g - fioat S., Kanagaratnam, U., and Suppa, N. (2023c). A methodological
mzm itatve, 2015 Umversityyof S orn L ::‘i‘;ﬁi‘r’:;tr'lztar:‘r']:‘x:‘h ;'E';’)"‘I’: Zr;isr;zzcr’;j'ucn':?r:j;f” note on the global Multidimensional Poverty Index (MPI) 2023
| changes over time results for 84 countries. OPHI MPI Meth-
This methodological note details the harmonization m Missing indicator on school attendance. odological Note 57, Oxford Poverty and Human Development

principles and decisions. More extensive data tables,
including disaggregated information, are available at
http://www.ophi.org.uk.

a When an indicator is missing, weights of available indica-
tors are adjusted to total 100 percent. See Technical note
at https://hdrundp.org/system/files/documents/mpi2023
technicalnotes.pdf and Methodological Note 55 at https:/
ophi.org.uk/mpi-methodological-note-55/ for details.

b D indicates data from Demographic and Health Surveys,
M indicates data from Multiple Indicator Cluster Surveys,
P indicates data from Pan Arab Population and Family
Health Surveys and N indicates data from national surveys.

c The difference between harmonized estimates for this
survey year and for the previous survey year is not statis-
tically significant at the 95 percent confidence interval.

d At least one other survey collected data on child nutrition
only; in order to harmonize the data for trends, data on
adult nutrition from this survey were omitted from the
calculations. Typically, Demographic and Health Surveys
collect data on child and adult nutrition, while Multiple Indi-
cator Cluster Surveys collect data on child nutrition only.

e Considers child deaths that occurred at any time
because the survey at one or all points in time did not
collect data on the date of child deaths.

f Missing indicator on child mortality.
[¢] Based on the version of data accessed on 7 June 2016.
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Definitions

Multidimensional Poverty Index: Proportion of the population
that is multidimensionally poor adjusted by the intensity of the
deprivations. See Technical note at https://hdr.undp.org/system/
files/documents/mpi2023technicalnotes.pdf and Methodological
Note 57 at https://ophi.org.uk/mpi-methodological-note-57/ for
details on how the Multidimensional Poverty Index is calculated.

Multidimensional poverty headcount: Population with a depri-
vation score of at least 33.3 percent. It is expressed as a share
of the population in the survey year and the number of poor
people in the survey year.

Intensity of deprivation of multidimensional poverty: Average
deprivation score experienced by people in multidimensional
poverty.

People who are multidimensionally poor and deprived in
each indicator: Percentage of the population that is multidi-
mensionally poor and deprived in the given indicator (censored
headcount ratio).

Initiative. ©2018 University of Oxford. Column 5 also uses pop-
ulation data from United Nations Department of Economic and
Social Affairs. 2022. World Population Prospects: The 2022
Revision. New York. https://population.un.org/wpp/. Accessed
9 April 2023.
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