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Age Brackets Equivalences Between the first
adult and the other member s of the
The estimation of equation (24) household
made it possible to determine empirical | Head of household 1
scde 1. The equivalence coefficients
between the first adult (household head) 2t 0.80
and the other members of the household are |- Maechildren aged 15t0 19 0.74
computed and summarized in the Table 1. Female children aged 10to 14 0.65
The costs relating to children and | MaechildrenagedSto9 0.64
the other adults are lower for all the age | Femalechildrenaged0to 4 051

brackets than for those of the RDA scale.

This is because the RDA scale is
exclusively based on the number of Indices Sex RDA scale Empirical scale
calories consumed, whereas the empirical
scale includes dl the items of expenditure |P° Male 403 (1) 852
taken into account in the computation of
the standard of living indicator. Female 860 ull
The findings in Table 2 revea that Difference 17 5.6+**
according to RDA scales, the poverty rate is
higher in male-headed households. However, |p; Male 14.0 (2) 24(2)
the findings from empirical scales 1 show that
the poverty incidence is greater in female- Female 143 (1) 47 (1)
headed households. The analysis of dominance
shows that this result is robust whatever the Difference 03 0 geix
poverty line selected.
According to the RDA scale P2 Mae °8@ 2@
(table 3), poverty indices fell between Female 740 2301)
1996 and 2001. In contrast, poverty
incidence increased by 1.7 points Difference 06 11xe

between the two periods, according to
empiricdl scde 1. The analysis of

dominance shows that this result is
Only Val | d up to a pova'ty I | ne Poverty indices 2001 Var. 2001 Var.

estimated at 238,100 CFA francs.

Beyond this line, the upward trend of Po 40 31 95 L

the poverty rate is reversed.
P1 14 -5 29 1.2%**

P2 7.0 -2.0 14 0.9%**




