201141

0RA27H #HMEEHM

Bl R0 - A ORIREM R
20114108278 (k) 13:30~15:00

HLTREU(RPvIHRILL)

AMYORILLEAR IN—HF2 D
EREETEOAEHRE

t#x R

AN OEF (AR NI

=
:E\ mn

Neo

o 2ETIEZAL, 28T DEE
. ;&jﬁ?lijcﬁso)%&% AARDESIZHMNEES
AN

« BRENLTIT O, £-FOBEEMEN
VEENF+HLGECHLH D,

F——F

B
ADT—TUTIEEHE I FELLRRET
[F75<, ELIZED AR
FoRv—%, FEENKRELDE—HEIZ
(FEFEAL
FRENGE

AI—TUDHE

« AOD2/3MAMYIRILALYEFEIZEATNS
s BEAZ
s 290DTZTa~—>
ERETT. BREEE -NNEREST
¢ 21DFURF4LY (B, R BAEK)
EfEEEY
o MRIEFF KBEOHE

— 283 —




20114108278 HEEH

A z—TUDHRERE

- EREEENFL

c BREABOELOERE. ERHEEH

o ARAZAEL 958

c BRMENERRICBYEDEOICE. O
Z—RHEEFYRRBELLOICENBLE

ARy RILLTHDOE

*AB 810,120 A

“E#E 209km?  21%I[dK
BRI BH
EVNEBYIEIREAERN,

AoV LHFE

RIER (MR EIX K IETRLY)

- ZH
RE(B%) #970,000M
BER(B) #$91,000M
F7¥4 (%) #920,000M

H—ERNGR T IN—THR—L,. TAY
—E X Piltidets servicehus

« 1I5EDT/A—MEEEH)

o LIETNERRBFE-=-HA, BEEHE

- 18EB+E REIX5000~7,00070—F

— 284 —




20114E10R27H #HEEH

AEE

s BEFITTHL 2ATHEL IELTES
- EHEEE BHE4 58FATNS
(LAFTIX10A o185, B LTIWNVAS)
s FEEFEZDRIVINING,
« BLVWIY—EX BB —EXLGEL7EED
FTITAET4DH 5,
s 100 ED ABLEFEATILND,

= iE (REEED)
W7

TINTT

EEER—LANILTH—ERtY
42— Sddermalms Hemtjdnst

M=

c SADF—L B
s 20084 A RE—bk
* 7508 DY T %2408 Dik—LiA )L S—H$E
%
o AR ZLDEEEMNERELR
SHEEBOHBEL-
s EEY—EXIZRIEIXS0ADHFIFH

— 285 —




20114108270 #HEEM

BE (HE)

s HLWLWIOD I BEEDTT
75044 11034 HERKNAE
REYIEBICEMETTDHE

55
- BORS . FEICREEHELILE

IHANS DT EEZHED AD=HIZE

VZTEE
Nockeby Hus

L ZF7{EE Nockeby Hus

« 18624 ERIL

RIS ME

162 DEHENARE
« RIE 3HFRF

700 DB X
o #10fEYO—FDEE
s ZTORMFTEE

Nockeby Hus AB&EH

DLl bRy z—FUER BEEEX

@75 A5 D5I L

QRBETHD

@HBEEZITTVDAN(BELHD)
BEMICHLADZENRE
FIEPHOBEEROREENREVEE

* DO EIBTITEELLN?

— 286 —




20114E10H27H HEEMN

ABE O F

s EHTIHTAE

s WEDABEDFEHER 80~815%
« Exmln 1045%

« COEMIL., 1977FICESE

o WEDAMNTEVELES

2H

c RE+EE(JE) 11,000~19,00070—F
10%DAIXREFZ—EZHS,
EFEFFEASALTHIL, FEF LA

L%y
HAREEZEEHLH>TUOELMNDhI DA
W&E3IzLTnNvs
- HE-BRE.BEAR. HEFRGLETEE=LN
c INADLEENZVDANIZANELY,

LAY

190 15:30~18:004 5 BEBsH  FHLTED
I BOEERTVVETNIFER 2y TISERE

%
fi

A T—F2NE

o BEIERAHL

s NERIYIDEBR
AEYTDEED ZHM4

sanli!

- HERBEOESLAER[EDEE

- HE2ERE

s EEMNDILN? (BB mELY)

— 287 —




20114E108278 #HEEHR

TUR—UDRE

« A0 5508 A
o miE 453Fkm?

c TRTOERIE %, WA KEERKIZH
oYL Y—EREZITHERER>TL
2o

p

aRUN—FUHFE

aARIN—HT U DEE

- TDHFH
LELLERTEREFEOIENEL,
1960FERBEMNSBUYEALZALENS

LTS
Z{DERHEEIBE

« #HLLVY—E X :Socializing

20104F1 ABfsE E305
) EELAEF . B=ICET

N XBMELEZ—

Pleje-og Demenscentret Klarahus

o NENRVT—T ESVINENBENTE
BEAGRELTLD
s EETE0BMEBADIETSATLDEMN
A
(BEIRHEENEERIZEDD)
. ﬁ%éﬁliﬁﬁ?ﬁ%ﬁ(@b\d)'& RAVIIERYT
A} o

— 288 —




20114108278 HEEH

EEE A — .
s = g 2
Demenscentret Pilehuset = EE DK
c F7%DEBHENERICAE
ZNEHETESORIZED
BEZEUEBED25.4%(%. FHLKIE
2TV
TSATLIZED 0% EDEEE XM
E FHEE 84.95%
. ?grm%ﬁ%%‘mi&%’rmﬁﬁﬂﬁéhr
Ly

TEOES 500D =—X

* Tom Kitwood {1997) Dementia reconsidered : ﬁgﬁﬁizmﬂﬁmm\é

the person comes first, Open Univ. Press. = R
FOELYIZEOORERZ—X

° E%]" %ﬂ TIE DAT [j:?;( . ERENED A Comfort, Attachment, Inclusion,

o yeaningful activity, ldentity

~ -~ > SFr

c ZDUVELLE (=Y TYR) s
SRIZWBTE(HEm—tkiE)

P EDSTE(EHMEE)
-BATHHIL(E—1E)

RoZ
+Personality
+Health & Medicin  #:&

— 289 —



201141082780 #HEEH

FA-oTORE NEYY

MTEEORYEk Paro

Tt 5—

Forebyggelsescenter Vanlgse

— 290 —




20114108270 FMEEH

TIOT4ET«

aARUN—TUDEE

o 65 LL EDEEEICXT Ay TH—ERE
TOTA4ET4
s TRTOTFTRDI-OIBREEBELERE T

ZZTlEk
« EEIFL—=2Y
- AFTIERE

BREZEFTO>TLS,
HLEDEHMGTES

TFTUR—YINDIEE

o CHERLEBHRTEGL

BEREDIEE

o AbYURILLORIEEER (10— =12H)
B3R/9n—4 R—FR%L

SHMOFAAE (£%)20114:10 A 1 B KYIEHBEE A

ANl RIS AORIBR A2 3% L E BT A8 —73
, 7n s [m] :-;- 4 =3 D\ o
CAMOERAR T RBBOBA. febh CORMISERR AR T 041016

BAOBEREE . FEOTRIRITT BT LLA
Z;Lé}’fi”&é:éd)(i%ﬁ*iﬂiﬁiﬁ EROHHLERET

E)BERL—ME 108268 ZERFEUFMERT

— 291 —



20114E10H278 #HEEH

2&R T IZ3EE

c WEDEEEITHYMNLERSTLSA,
EVHRIFEYEIWNEDEED,

. EEPNEDER(WEB)

s BomLE TU—MRAE

. NEERZYTIDHEIFLE

Z Db

« FETLHOTIIEL HVEPERELTE
ALTWS

o ARUN—HFUDHEIEITI18HIZEE
BULVIEIZESTIEIRELED., @B<AIZES
TIELWY
o TLR—A—[Z(ETEAIAELY
- BEREERAER
« BAKE

FARERAT

o BEMEAEA, AOEEDEVNHIETOY
—ERADEYFIXESLZDH

- MBHRIPHELZ TR AT AIELDIETEL
B BARDKRIEESIBDEDIM,

HUNESTTVELE

— 292 —




Research Seminar
The State of Art of
Measuring Poverty and Social Exclusion in the UK and Japan

Venue: PSS, Tokyo
Time: January 6th, 2012 9:00~17:00

9:00-9:15 Welcome (Dr.Nishimura - Director IPSS)

9:15-10:00 Session 1
1. Poverty and Social Exclusion in Japan
-An Overview from the 1990s and Recent Policy Responses- (30 min)
Masami IWATA, Japan Women’s University
Q&A (15 min)

10:00-11:30 Session 2 <Inequality in Comparative Context>

2. Is Japan more equal than the UK? (45 min including Q&A)
Danny Dorling, University of Sheffield

3. Regional inequality in UK and Japan (45 min including Q&A)
Tomoki NAKAYA, Ritsumeikan University

11:30-12:00 Lunch Catering at IPSS

12:00-13:30 Session 3 <Measuring PSE>
4. Poverty and Social Exclusion in the UK: The State of the Art (45 min including Q&A)
David Gordon, University of Bristol
Child Poverty and Social Exclusion(45 min including Q&A)
Jonathan Bradshaw, The University of York

13:30-15:00 Session 4 <Comparing Socially Perceived Necessities>
5. The Necessities of Life in the UK (30 min)

Christina Pantazis, University of Bristol
6. Public Perception of Necessities in Japan(30 min)

Aya ABE, IPSS

Discussion on comparison (30 min)

15:00-15:30 Break
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15:30-17:00 Session 5 <Comparing Minimum Income Standard>
7. Comparing Minimum Income Standards: MIS in the UK (30 min)
Abigail Davis, Loughborough University
8. Applying MIS(Minimum Income Standard) in Japan(30 min)
Atsuhiro YAMADA, Keio University
Yuka UZUKI, Ministry of Education,Culture,Sports,Science & Technology in Japan

Discussion on comparison (30 min)

18:00 Welcome Dinner
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Is Japan more equal
than the UK?

IPSS, Tokyo, 6/1/2012

Danny Dorling

Department of Geography
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Outline

» The Spirit Level hypothesis

* Why compare Britain and Japan?

= Social cohesion, income inequalities and well-
being in Britain and Japan

 Income inequality and poverty in Britain and
Japan 1989 — 2009

‘The Spirit Level’
by Richard Wilkinson and Kate Pickett

W
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hitp:/lwww.equalitytrust.org.uk

‘The Spirit Level’
by Richard Wilkinson and Kate Pickett

“Politics was once seen as a way of improving people’s social and
emotional well-being by changing their economic circumstances. But
over the last few decades the bigger picture has been lost. People are
now more likely to see psychosocial well-being as dependent on what
can be done at the individual fevel, using cognitive behavioural therapy
— one person at a time — or on providing support in early childhood, or
on the reassertion of religious or family values. However, it is now
clear that income distribution provides policy makers with a way
of improving the psychosocial wellbeing of whole populations.
Politicians have an opportunity to do genuine good.”

(Wilkinson and Pickett, 2009: 233; my emphasis)

(p.s. Thanks to Dimitris Ballas for these early slides!)

Why compare Britain and Japan?

« Japan is a world leader in health with currently the
highest life expectancy of any country (United Nations,
2011). Life expectancy in Japan first overtook that in
other countries in the 1970s and has retained this
ranking ever since. In addition, according to a recent
study comparing self-rated health and socio-economic
status in East Asia, Japan has relatively low levels of
health inequality (Hannibuchi et al., 2010).

+ Britain, in contrast, has a place near the bottom of the
life expectancy rankings in comparison to other
industrialised countries (Marmot & Davey Smith, 1989).
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Why compare Britain and Japan?

Japan and Britain have, in different ways, been at the
centre of recent international academic and political
debate regarding health and social equality and
wellbeing in industrialised countries.

Comparisons of Japan and Britain are pertinent to these
recent debates because of their marked differences in
death rates and (apparently) social inequality.

These differences are of particular interest because
of the characteristics that these countries have in
common: both are high income, island nations,
dominated by world cities whose populations benefit
from (different types of) universal health care.

However, there is a catch

According to the OECD, (2011a), Japan ranks
22nd out of 31 OECD member states (in
ascending order) in terms of income inequality
(Gini coefficient), whereas the UK ranks 26th.
ranks Japan 24th and the UK 28th in ascending
order in terms of income inequality out of 34
OECD member states (OECD, 2011b: page 67).
The most recent OECD report (OECD, 2011c¢)
ranks Japan 21st and UK 25th out of 29 OECD
member states.

The Catch is based on one source

« OECD, 2011a, Social Justice in the OECD—How Do the
Member States Compare? Sustainable Governance
Indicators 2011, Bertelsmann Stiftung, Glitersloh,
Germany

OECD, 2011b, Society at a Glance 2011 - OECD Social
Indicators (www.oecd.org/els/sociallindicators/SAG)
OECD, 2011c¢, Divided We Stand: Why Inequality Keeps
Rising, OECD Publishing. http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/9789
OECD, 2011d, Metadata on OECD database on income
distribution and poverty,
http://www.oecd.org/datacecd/52/30/49147697.pdf

Research agenda

« revisiting the “Spirit Level” evidence
according to which Japan is a more
equitable and hence harmonious society
than any other industrialised country,
focusing on contrasts with a country such
as Britain.

= comparing social and spatial inequalities,

The Japanese Comprehensive Survey of Living Conditions

Is the underlying source (6773 households in 2009). It is
apparently not available as micro-data for replication.

social cohesion and well-being between
Britain and Japan at different geographical
levels.

Social cohesion, income
inequalities, health and well-being in

Britain and Japan

« But, social relationships and culture are often seen as
direct causes of good health rather than mediating
factors linking income distribution to health outcomes.

» Cultural tradition of strong ‘group-orientation’ (it is often
claimed) promotes social cohesion and ‘cultural equality’,
supporting psychological well being and good health
among Japanese people (Marmot and Davey Smith,
1989; Horiuchi, 2011).

« It has not been explained however why the
suggested health benefits of these Japanese cultural
traditions should have only have become evident in
the post war period.

Social cohesion, income
inequalities, health and well-being in
Britain and Japan

» The distribution of income in Japan has often been
discussed as a possible explanation for high life
expectancy since the 1980s (Marmot and Davey Smith,
1989) and has formed the centre of much recent debate
following the publication of “The Spirit Level”.

- Before World War Two Japan had a highly unequal
income distribution but the differences between rich and
poor declined in the post war period (Tachibanki, 2005).

« Income inequality was lower in Japan than in other
industrialised countries in the 1970s and 1980s (Buss et
al, 1989; Baur and Mason, 1992).
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Social cohesion, income
inequalities, health and well-being in
Britain and Japan

“Britain is an unequal country, more so than many other
industrial countries and more so than a generation ago.
This is manifest in many ways — most obviously in the gap
between those who are well off and those who are less well
off. But inequalities in people’s economic positions are also
related to their characteristics — whether they are men or
women, their ages, ethnic backgrounds, and so on”

(Hills et al., 2010)

Data

* The Family Resources Survey and
Household Below Average Income
(made available through the UK Data
Archive).

* The National Survey of Family
Income and Expenditure microdata
(made available through the
Japanese Statistics Bureau).

Key terms (1)

+ The median quintile ratio: this is the median income of
the richest 20 percent of the population divided by the
median income of the poorest 20 percent. This ratio is
also known as the ratio of top to bottom quintile medians
and is widely used in the analyses of HBAI datasets
conducted by the DWP.

» The mean quintile ratio: this is the mean income of the
richest 20 percent of the population divided by the mean
income of the poorest 20 percent. This is also known as
the ratio of top quintile share to bottom quintile share and
it was the key measure used in the Spirit Level work
(Wilkinson and Pickett, 2009)

Key terms (2)

» People on incomes less than 50% of the median
gross household income: the number of individuals
living on household incomes less than 50% the median
gross household income as a proportion of the total
population.

* People on incomes less than 60% of the median
gross household income: the number of individuals
living on household incomes less than 60% the median
gross household income as a proportion of the total
population.

Comparing gross household income quintile ratios between Britain and
Japan.

Inequality measure/ Year 1994 1999 2004

Median quinfile, ratio in
ETETS e E
‘Median quintile ratio in the
UK : :
Difference ¢
Mean quintile ratio in Japan.

Méén»quintiler ratio in the
Difference

Calculating disposable income for Japan

PRSP

g i s e R et
eeglepiat
Sworm soedudeny
g spteny
Py Seductice Ros sond wwaEs et
P — Sebxsion i by
Tweme =
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Estimated quintile group annual disposable income in Japan (in 10,000s
Japanese Yen; Source: calculated by applying tax bands on National
Survey of Family Income and Expenditure )

Quintile group medians

Median
quintile
ratio

Quintile group means

Mean
quintile
ratio

* incomes over 2,500 were top-coded

Quintile group annual disposable income in Britain
(GBP; source: Family Resources Survey/HBAI)

Median
quintile
ratio

Year

Income Before Housing Costs
2008/09

2004/05

Income After Housing:Costs

Quintile group means

Median quintile ratio.

Estimated poverty rates in Japan using two measures which
ignore the rich (based on gross income data from the
Japanese National Survey of Family Income and Expenditure)

50% below median_ 60% below median

Estimated poverty rates in Britain using two measures which ignore the
rich (based on gross income data from the UK Family Resources Survey)

50% below median 60% below median

Income distributions in UK and Japan, 2004

12
i \
8 \\\
&
e 119
3 Sapan
e ffErenca

(5

I \\\\a»w“

: /

13 5«;7 9ii13352719212335272‘}313335373‘34143486?&99&

Why might this matter? Happiness,

respect and social comparisons

“A house may be large or small; as long as
the surrounding houses are equally small
it satisfies all social demands for a
dwelling. But if a palace arises beside the
little house, the little house shrinks to a
hovel... [and]... the dweller will feel more
and more uncomfortable, dissatisfied and
cramped within its four walls.”

(Marx, 1847)

Figuve 6.1 1t Bacio (The Kiss of Beath).
Photograph sourtesy of Furmen S, Baldwin,
Copyright 2007 Tyshita Verdags GMBH.

(source: Frank, 2005)
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Positional and non positional goods

TWhich world wauld you prefer?
(prices are the same)

A You gat $50k a vear and ofhers gef dalf that

B. You gt $100k & year and others get more than double that

Positional and non positional goods

Which world would vou prefer?

€. Youlave 2 weeks vacation, and others have half that

D, Youlave 4 weeks vacation, zud others have doble that

Positional and non-positional goods
(Hirsch, 1976)

* Positional goods: goods for which
the link between context and
evaluation is strongest.

* Non-positional goods: goods for
which the link between social (and
spatial) context is weakest.

Relative conéumption and “positional
arms races” (Frank, 2005)

1. People care about relative consumption, more
in some domains than in others.

2. Concerns about relative consumption lead to
“positional arms races,” or expenditure arms
races focused on positional goods.

3. Positional arms races divert resources from non-
positional goods, causing large welfare losses.

4. In Britain recently housing costs were taking up
to half of incomer and were half of ‘wealth’.

Choosing between different
forms of consumption

Snclety & Society B
1 | Everyone lives i 4000-square-foot Everyone Hves in 3000-square-fool
honses aud has no free time for exercise | bouses aud bas 45 nidnutes pvaitable for
o Bl . exercise each day,
7| Evervone Tives o 4000-square-k Evervone fives in 3003
fromses and has fhne to get fogether with | bouses and has tine o get together
frtends one evening each mont, with fifends four even :
3 @ Everyone lives in 4000-sque-foo Everyoue fives in 30-sq
tonses and has one sweek of vacation fronses and s four weeks of vasation.
each venr. each vear,
4| Lveryone hives in A000-sqnare-foot Everyone lives tn 3000-sqnare-foot

henses and s 2 relatively fow level of | houses and has a refatively Iigh level of

jrersonad autononsy it the worbplace, persnnal autonomy i the workplace,

(Frank, 2005)

Smart for one, dumb for all

“The list of consumption items that get short shrift
could be extended considerably. Thus we couid
ask whether living in slightly smaller houses
would be a reasonable price to pay for higher air
quality, for more urban parkland, for cleaner
drinking water, for a reduction in violent
crime, or for medical research that would
reduce premature death. And in each case the
answer would be the same as in the cases we
have considered thus far.”

(Frank, 2005: 100 Dimitris’ emphasis)
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Regional inequality
in UK and Japan

Tomoki NAKAYA
Associate Professor
Ritsumeikan University

The State of Art of Measuring Poverty and Social
Exclusion in the UK and Japan

6 Jan 2011

Aim
» To provide a overview on regional inequalities of
income in UK and Japan
— Both countries’ census do not have income variables

Outline

° A view from UK

e Aview from Japan
— Some maps of several common areal indicators
— Depriving deprivation index
— Geography of the rich and the poor

A view from UK
taken from Danny’s
old papers and slides

in Britain recently geographical divides continue to
grow even will social may abate.

Difference betweenbest 40 g Excess over average
. andt worst-off districts by « oting and manuef
fife expectancy {years) s irfant apstality %

¥

W T uBR BB Mot W@ Bk B

Britain is a country polarising by wealth and poverty — by health — and much
in between. The polarisation is more evident and most clearly continuing to
rise when geographical areas are compared: communities.

Some new measures 1968-2005

— Core poor (people who are income poor, materially
deprived and subjectively poor)

— Breadline poor (people living below a relative poverty line,
and as such are excluded from participating in the norms
of society)

— Asset wealthy (estimated using the relationship between
housing wealth and the contemporary inheritance tax
threshold)

— Exclusive wealthy (people with so much wealth to exclude
themselves from the norms of society)

— neither poor nor wealthy (i.e. ‘normal’ or ‘average’
households).

Key Trends: poverty in the
London conurbation 1970 to 2000

197

1990
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1980

1996

Key Trends: asset wealthy in the
London conurbation 1980 to 2000

1990

2000

Poverty and wealth measures for Great
Britain, 1970 to 2000

% core % % non- % asset %

Year poor breadline poor, wealthy  exclusive

poor non- wealthy*
wealthy

1970 144 23.1 nfa** nfa** 7.4

1980 9.8 17.1 66.1 16.8 6.9

1990 143 21.3 55.7 23.0 3.5

2000 11.2 27.0 50.4 22.6 5.6

The numbers for those interested — note average soon to be under 50%
--- Source work for the Joseph Rowntree Foundation (published 2007)

Locality:

Majority:
Not-poor &
Not wealthy
B

Majority:
Breadline

Poor B2

Majority

Asset

Wealthy
E

A view from Japan

Larger

T

Inequality index
(GINI coeff.)

7
3

8
&

2

Gradual but persistent increase in

household income inequality

.40
/”"“M Pt
0.35 —— i IK :
7"7 oo AUSEANA
0.30 . R e
W st FRANCR
e GeroEy
025 o p
on ol 0T
s Sryaden
0.20

198C 1983 1990 1955 2000 2008 2010

Year

Source: summary result of the Family Income and Expenditure Survey
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. . - Reduced Regional Disparities of Life
Reduced Regional Disparities of Wealth g P
Top 5 / Bottom 5 of Longest - shortest prefectural
Prefectural Income Per Capita life expectancy at birth
2.40 T 6
Larger 4 AA 3 s
t 2.20 - = \\
2.00 m“\ 8 4 - 3.57
% 180 \ . S 3 \ \\MM = (2o0s)
g 160 - w—‘f\wA @ \\> N
£ 1w . 158 [ 2 S —— N 177
’ (2008) 7 1 (2005)
1.20 [}
o 0
Smaller 1.00 5 g N o ) "
1960 1970 1980 1990 2000 S q@,@ i .é\Q 3 '9%6 ,@%"’ ®%° '99‘9 q/@“
N
Per capita income of the top 5 prefectures / those of the bottom 5 prefectures
SNA based values Okinawa prefecture is excluded

Seeing at a finer scale is vital
health inequalities within a prefecture is often wider than

B Estimating areal deprivation index as a weighted sum of
census variables (additive assumption)

. ivation ind n Di=2Z_k w_k Var_ki
Derlvmg areal deprlvatlon Index # Find the weights which are consistent with a micro data

in Japan at a finer areal level analysis on poverty

B Weight, {w_k}, are taken from a logistic regression model to
differentiate poverty household or not at a micro data level.
(cross-scale assumption)

B Types of variables, {Var_ki}, should be the same both at the
micro and areal level. (variable-consistency assumption)

B Poverty should be defined at the microdata-level (poverty-
definition assumption)
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