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Notes: 1. 2007 refers to 2006 for Chile and Japan; 2008 for Australia, Finland, France, Germany, Israel, Italy, Mexico, New Zealand, Norway, Sweden and the
United States. 2010 refers to 2009 for Hungary, Japan, New Zealand and Turkey; 2011 for Chile. 2010 data based on EU-SILC are provisional for Austria, Belgium,
Czech Republic, Estonia, Finland, Greece, Iceland, Ireland, Italy, Luxembourg, Poland, Portugal, Spain, Slovak Republic and Slovenia. Household incomes are

equivalized by dividing them by the square root of household size:

2. Changes in self-employment and capital income are not statistically significant.

3. Statistical data for Israel are supplied by and under the responsibility of the relevant Israeli authorities. The use of such data by the OECD is without prejudice to

the status of the Golan Heights, East Jerusalem and Israeli settlements in the West Bank under the terms of international law.

This note has been produced with the assistance of the European Union. The contents of this report are the sole responsibility of the OECD and

can in no way be taken to reflect the views of the European Union. 1
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Notes: See notes to Figure 1. Information on data for Israel: http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/888932315602. Income poverty is defined as the share of people living in

households with less than 50% of median disposable income in their country.
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Notes: See notes to Figure 1. Information on data for Israel: http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/888932315602. Changes in income poverty measured using relative and
anchored poverty line based on 50% of current and 2005 median income in each country, respectively. Estimates for anchored poverty are not available for

Switzerland and Turkey.
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The OECD Household Income Distribution and Poverty Database

Over the last 20 years, to benchmark and monitor countries’ performance in the field of income inequality and
poverty, the OECD has developed a statistical database with a number of standardized indicators. The latter are based on
the central concept of “equivalized household disposable income”, i.e. the total income received by the households less the
current taxes and transfers they pay, adjusted for household size with an equivalence scale. While household income is
only one of the factors shaping people’s economic well-being, it is also the one for which comparable data for all OECD
countries are most common. Income distribution has a long-standing tradition among household-level statistics, with
regular data collections going back to the 1980s (and sometimes earlier) in many OECD countries.

The method of data collection used for the OECD Income Distribution and Poverty Database aims to maximise
internationally comparability as well as inter-temporal consistency of data. This is achieved by a common set of protocols
and statistical conventions (e.g. on income concepts and components) to derive estimates. The information obtained by the
OECD through a network of national data providers is more up-to-date relative to that available through many other
statistical sources, but reflects the long time-lags that characterise data collection in this field in most OECD countries.
Country estimates are provided to the OECD in the form of semi-aggregated tabulations, and are based on national
sources that are deemed to be most representative for each country. One disadvantage of this approach is that it does not
allow accessing the original micro-data, which constrains the subsequent analysis that can be performed.

The data collection is undertaken via a standardized questionnaire. Selected data from this questionnaire can be
obtained through OECD.Stat cubes available at http://www.oecd.org/els/soc/inequality-database.htm. Due to the increasing
importance of income inequality and poverty issues in policy discussion, the database is now annually updated. The OECD
aims to extend its database to Brazil, China, India, Indonesia, Russia and South Africa over the coming months.

Follow-up:
michael.forster@oecd.org

Further reading:
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Divided We Stand: Why Inequality Keeps Rising, via www.oecd.org/els/social/inequality

En frangais: www.oecd.org/els/social/inegalite
Social spending after the crisis , via www.oecd.org/els/social/expenditure
Employment Outlook, via www.oecd.org/employment/outlook

Tel: +33145249174
Tel : +33 14524 87 44
Tel : +33 145248748
+33145241433

horacio.levy@oecd.org
maxime.ladaique@oecd.org
marco.mira@oecd.org
nicolas.ruiz@oecd.org Tel :

The source of all charts in this document is the OECD Income Distribution Database. 2010 data based on EU-SILC 2011 for Austria,
Belgium, Czech Republic, Estonia, Finland, Greece, Iceland, Ireland, Italy, Luxembourg, Poland, Portugal, Spain, Slovak Republic and Slovenia

have been kindly provided by EUROSTAT and are provisional.

The arrow 2 (or N) in the legend of the charts relates to the variable for which countries are ranked from left to right in increasing (or

decreasing) order.

All charts and underlying data for all countries can be downloaded via www.oecd.org/els/social/inequality. Please source as: OECD (2013),
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