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Income Poverty and Multidimensional Poverty of Elderly Households
Kim, Soon-Mi

Department of Consumer Science, Chungnam National University

Abstract

This study identified the rate of income poverty and multidimensional poverty, correlation between income poverty
and multidimensional poverty, and adjusted multidimensional poverty rate. We also analyzed the factors that
affected the number of poverty dimension and the probability of belonging to the poor or not in 3,159 elderly
households including 474 poor households and 2,685 middle class households. First, in poor households, the
employment poverty rate was the highest and the housing poverty rate was the lowest. In middle class households,
the relation poverty rate was the highest and the employment poverty rate was the lowest. Second, in poor
households, correlation between asset poverty and relation poverty had the highest coefficient of .205 and asset
poverty and housing poverty had the lowest coefficient of .149. In middle class households, the correlation between
income poverty and relation poverty had highest coefficient of -.290 and employment poverty and relation poverty
had the lowest coefficient of .038. Third, in poor households, the number of average poverty dimension was 4.30,
but the number of average poverty dimensions of middle class households was 2.310. Fourth, the variable affecting
the number of poverty dimensions in poor households were gender, age, level of education, marital status; however,
the significant variables were gender, education level, marital status, income poverty in the middle class households.
The variable that affected the probability of belonging to the poor or not in poor households was age. However,
the significant variables were gender, education level, marital status, residence, and income poverty in middle class

households.
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Table 1. Index and Reference According to Poverty Dimension’

Poverty Index Reference
Income Equalized disposable household income  Median income 50% of equalized disposable household
Income-minimum living cost
Median income 60% of equalized disposable household
Income-minimum living cost
Asset Net asset Basic deduction amount adjusted by family size

Employment  Economic activity and labor accessibility

Employment status

Work ability

Job stability
Labor insurance
Housing Residential stability (housing ownership)

Residence appropriateness (residence
location/type of house)

Housing convenience (structure/facility/
performance/environment)

Burden on housing expenses

Health Skipped meals, balanced meal
Qualification of health insurance
Instrumental daily life ability
Subjective health condition (dysesthesia)
Physical health

Mental health
Use of hospital (medical services)
Burden on medical expenses

Excessive medical expense

Relations Family relations

Marital relations

Parent-child relations

Social relations
Relations with friend

Leisure culture activity
Social activity (lifelong education)

Basic property amount adjusted by region

Basic property amount for national basic livelihood security
Minimum living cost (month) ~ 6 months

| want to do economic activity but | cannot do it

Temporary job, day worker, self-supported/public work/employment for the aged, unpaid
family worker, unemployed, economically inactive population

Working ability poor: under age 15, unable to do simple work

Inability to work in economic activities

Working ability poor with less than 50% of median income

Labor satisfaction, job satisfaction: dissatisfied and very unsatisfied with the current job

Uninsured state of industrial accident insurance/employment insurance

Housing ownership: rental housing, monthly rent, other (for free)

Residence location: basement, semi-basement, rooftop type of housing: vinyl house, mud hut

Below minimum standards of structure, facility, performance and environment according
to family size based on government standards.

Housing expense burden rate (annual housing expense/annual disposable household
income) 30% or higher housing expense burden rate (annual housing expense/annual
disposable household income) 25% or higher

Deficiency

Delinquent of health insurance premium

Disability requiring full assistance/ more than one dysfunction

Not healthy, not very healthy

Number of chronic disease as diagnosed by the doctor

having a chronic disease for more than 6 months

Experience of depression score of depressive symptom administration of anti-depressants
Unable to go to the hospital for no money

Medical expense burden rate (annual medical expense/annual disposable household
income) 20% or higher

Medical expense burden rate (annual medical expense/annual consumption expenditure-
food expense) 40% or higher

Family relations: dissatisfied, very dissatisfied single parent household

No spouse

Satisfaction of marital relation: dissatisfied, very dissatisfied

Satisfaction with spouse: under 40 point

Satisfaction relation with children: slightly dissatisfied, dissatisfied, very dissatisfied
No children alive satisfaction with children: under 40

Social acquaintance: dissatisfied, very dissatisfied

Relation with relative, neighbor, friend: no relatives, no neighbors, no friends
Meetings less than once a month

Nonattendance in the past year

Less than one annual participation in group activities

*Based on previous research.
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Table 2. Characteristics of the Elderly Household Head
o o Poor (474) Middle class (2685) )
Individual characteristic X
Frequency % Frequency %
Gender Male 139 293 1414 527 87.798"
Female 335 70.7 1271 473
Residence Seoul and metropolitan 140 29.5 1009 37.6 12.097"
City 170 359 897 334
County and urban farming complex 164 34.6 779 29.0
Level of education Illiterate 187 395 529 19.7 108.278"
Elementary school 182 384 1083 40.3
Middle school 56 11.8 480 17.9
High school 30 6.3 445 16.6
College+ 19 40 148 55
Marital status Couple 12 236 1203 448 743477
Single 362 76.4 1482 55.2
mean S.D. mean S.D. t
Age 76.46 853 72.51 8.70 9.152"
Years of education 475 4.43 6.89 439 9715
Family size 1.32 .60 1.71 83 12,040
“0<.01, "p<.001.
AAA Al ZRQS A, AFA Y /LU, S B 9o} B4R ol 1] FJQ1E] BAlo] MImARISe} it
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g, TAS Q7S 2,685 ot AR SARSS] 54 3R abe St TRRAS ARE, ARRMITRE: SAE A sER SA45)
(Table 2) @} 7, LA 9 AL 7)o 2 2016 AR (AL 7T AA]
3 el HAAANLE 2 8sch B Tgule ey
3. ASHIZI} CIXIRIZO| R2in} X|E 5 Aameh TR A, SRS 714 A ek
HIRLARRLE: AT 7|25l S5 AR, TN AMRE A, A A ade) ATk ol muln A)F, B
T, AN, T, PANTO R ESt) ofu) 25l AN T AEe) TARSE AT e, PANT
Table 3. Measurement of Index and Reference by Poverty Dimension
Poverty Index Reference
Income Equalized disposable household  Minimum living cost according to family size as defined by the government in 2016
income T=poverty (median income 50% of equalized disposable income-minimum living cost <0)
0=non-poverty (median income 50% of equalized disposable income-minimum living cost =0)
Asset Net asset Minimum living cost of 6 months adjusted by family size as defined by the government in 2016
1=poverty (net asset-minimum living cost *6 months <0)
0=non-poverty (net asset- minimum living cost 6 months =0
Employment Working poor Work ability poor
(working ability) T=poverty (unable to do simple work, inability to work in economic activities)
0=non-poverty (ability to work, ability to do simple work)
Employment status Participation in economic activity
T=poverty (temporary job, day worker, self-supported/public work/employment for the aged, unpaid family worker, unemployed,
the economically inactive population)
0=non-poverty (reqular employee, employer, self-employed)
Housing Residence stability Housing ownership
1=poverty (monthly rent, monthly rent paid in advance, other-for free)
0=non-poverty (own, rent, guaranteed deposit)
Burden on housing expenses  Housing expense burden rate: 30%+ (annual monthly rent and housing management expense/annual disposable household
income)
1=poverty (housing expense burden rate=309%)
0=non-poverty (housing expenditure burden rate<30%)
Health Health condition Health condition
T=poverty (not healthy, not very healthy)
0=non-poverty (moderate, healthy, very healthy)
Burden on medical expenses  Medical expense burden rate: 20%+(annual medical expense/annual disposable household income)
T=poverty (medical expense burden rate=20%)
0=non-poverty (medical expense burden rate<20%)
Relation Household type Household type
1=poverty (single household, mather-child household, father-child household, grandparent-grandchildren household)
0=non-poverty (couple household, other households)
Relation satisfaction Marital relations
1=poverty (slightly dissatisfied, dissatisfied, very dissatisfied)
0=non-poverty (moderate, slightly satisfied, satisfied, very satisfied)
Relations with children
1=poverty (slightly dissatisfied, dissatisfied, very dissatisfied)
0=non-poverty (moderate, slightly satisfied, satisfied, very satisfied)
Relations with relatives, neighbors, friends
1=poverty (dissatisfied, very dissatisfied)
0=non-poverty (moderate, satisfied, very satisfied)
Number of poverty Poor elderly households Asset poverty+employment poverty+housing poverty+health poverty+relation poverty
dimension Middle class elderly households  Income poverty+asset poverty+employment poverty+housing poverty+ health poverty+relation poverty
Probability belong to  Poor elderly households 1=the poor (the number of multidimensional poverty = the mean of the number of multidimensional poverty poverty)

the poor or the non-

0=the non-poor (the number of multidimensional poverty < the mean of the number of multidimensional poverty)

poor Middle class elderly households  1=the poor (the number of multidimensional poverty = the mean of the number of multidimensional poverty poverty)
0=the non-poor (the number of multidimensional poverty < the mean of the number of multidimensional poverty)
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Table 4. Variables Related to Poverty Dimension

Poor (474) Middle class (2685)
Employment Frequency % Frequency % r
Working poor (Work ability) Ability to work 202 426 1712 63.8 79.704"
Ability to do simple work 107 22.6 412 15.3
Inability to do simple work 158 333 518 19.3
Inability to work in economic activities 7 1.5 43 1.6
Employment status Permanent worker 0 0.0 40 15
Temporary worker 2 0.4 153 5.7
Daily worker 12 25 112 42
Self-supported work, public work, elderly job 22 4.6 107 4.0
Employer 1 0.2 2 0.1
Self-employed 40 8.4 587 219
Unpaid family worker 0 0.0 9 03
Unemployed 2 04 24 0.9
Economically inactive population 395 83.3 1651 61.5
Housing Frequency % Frequency % r
Housing ownership Own 216 456 1523 56.7 65310
Rent 52 11.0 170 6.3
Monthly guaranteed deposit 56 11.8 483 18.0
Monthly rent paid in advance 12 25 66 25
Subjective health condition Very healthy 6 1.3 41 1.5 11.945
Healthy 91 19.2 650 24.2
Moderate 144 304 881 328
Not healthy 210 443 1025 38.2
Not very healthy 23 49 88 33
Household type Single household 344 72.6 1241 46.2
Mother-children household 0.0 14 05
Father-children household 0.0 9 0.3
Grandparent-grandchildren households 1 0.2 32 1.2
Couple and other households 129 27.2 1389 51.7
Relation Frequency % Frequency % x
Satisfaction with marital relation Very dissatisfied 2 19 16 1.4
Dissatisfied 7 6.8 37 32
Slightly dissatisfied 3 29 29 25
Usually 28 27.2 253 21.6
Slightly satisfied 17 16.5 199 17.0
Satisfied 42 40.8 574 49.1
Very satisfied 4 39 61 5.2
Satisfaction with relation to children  Very dissatisfied 10 24 24 10 23.034"
Dissatisfied 17 4.0 75 3.1
Slightly dissatisfied 19 4.5 67 2.7
Usually 84 19.9 350 14.3
Slightly satisfied 70 16.5 429 17.5
Satisfied 204 48.2 1383 56.3
Very satisfied 19 45 128 5.2
Relation with relatives, neighbors, friends  Very dissatisfied 10 2.2 14 0.5 55914
Dissatisfied 46 10.0 132 5.1
Usually 176 383 763 29.2
Satisfied 2N 46.0 1577 60.4
Very satisfied 16 35 123 47
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Table 4. Continued
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Income Mean S.D. Mean S.D. t
Equalized disposable income (year) 538.74 103.97 1192.51 365.14 -76.802"
2015 minimum cost of living (month) 75.19 23.49 90.24 30.61 -12.235"
Equalized disposable income 2015 min. cost of living (year) -363.51 310.07 109.63 428.15 -28.736

Assets Mean S.D. Mean S.D. t
Net asset (year) 3391.18 12486.68 6746.25 18075.96 -4998"
2015 minimum cost of living (month)x6months 451.12 140.97 541.44 183.69 -12.235"
Net asset-2015 minimum cost of living (6month) 2940.06 12461.14 6204.81 18051.20 -4872"

Housing Mean S.D. Mean S.D. t
Housing expenses (year) 47.40 138.55 83.79 145.16 -5234"
Housing expense burden rate (90) (annua\. monthly rent and housing management o7 18 06 10 1 645

expensefannual disposable household income)

Health Mean S.D. Mean S.D. t
Health expenses (year) 82.33 148.60 176.32 24153 1371
Medical expense burden rate (%) (annual medical expensefannual disposable household income) 14 22 12 15 1.761

1) Total frequency: marital relation satisfaction (103, 1169), satisfaction with relation with child (423, 2456), and satisfaction with relation to relatives, neighbors,

friends (459, 2609)

2) % of Economic activity participation, household type and satisfaction with marital relation were not provided because of cell frequency.

‘<05, p<.01, p<.001
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Table 5. Poverty Dimension Rate of Elderly Households
Poverty dimension Poor (474) Middle class (2685) v
Frequency % Frequency %
Income Poverty 474 100.0 1022 38.1
Not poverty 0 0.0 1663 61.9
Asset Poverty 313 66.0 1239 46.1 63.763"
Not poverty 161 34.0 1446 53.9
Employment Poverty 413 87.1 348 130 1211976
Not poverty 61 12.9 2337 87.0
Housing Poverty 171 36.1 590 220 43.813"
Not poverty 303 639 2095 78.0
Health Poverty 265 559 1300 484 9.041"
Not poverty 209 44.1 1385 51.6
Relation Poverty 402 84.8 1708 63.6 81617
Not poverty 72 15.2 977 36.4
x” was not provided, because poor elderly households was income poverty.
p<.01, p<.001.
12.2%, S5 Q7= 5.6% Kol poverty rate}= HAR AoJe o= glov, [3 tpplRlIAEo] 7
FHL Ui B NIRRT BT RS 5 s S
4. My AU ASEH U & Kwon, 2019), w02 el
1Ql7hte] 2SI U AehE wlelshr] 9 v 7he) chpInlae] JeES Al a0le ulelsly) 1 %
LS MR, SARAS SR, E VTS A5 W WA CARNE HO NS, A
Lt TRFARIRIL O] A S 2Rlsk7] 918l Cramer's VE ol 93k wlAl= 2808 melsl] fls) the 2], thAfRl
A&k aL, viakddlato] Ak et ks otefshy] sl Ak 3 Aol YRS A= a8l wefsl] S8l o =AY I
AL 4830 2 AN RS AEStgct SE AL At ATEAIS] BARA S SPSS PC Statistic
gtof| A Wol ARGE|TL Q= AAAGE A Alkrie—Fosteroll ©|  Program(Ver, 22)& AM-3}9ct,
Bk TR FIHITE(Nam, 2014)2, XFlo|ut 2|3, = Hlata) 3
A QAL gl olH Rl ok AUATEAL o
ARAnlzol A 7k Apeld WitylgeAlel] nldt wlaalEe] o A1}
RS AL oI Sl i el
519> TRAFAWILE- H(multidimensional headcount poverty 1. =2I7}522| HiZ= AlEY
ratio), % D}X}* 2L F] = [F el AlERi v Q70 ASRIE HRFIRIEE-S (Table 5)9F A,
oSl TR Hi chRlIASo] ZhT Qs IEAR WIEE wQlbs F5e} 7FAl $9)450) 50% vlet 717
S7F AR e HWISe] ey #)S WEYshA] FeleE, wE] o1 g AEWIIEo] 100%°|aL, A-GHITIE-S 87 1%, WA
= opaRlof| Hlate] Zre A(poverty intensity)2] 7FSA1E A 28 84.8%, AMRITLE 66,0%, 7RIS 55,.9%, RS
s, ofuf o] b Al WE chelilASe] BRHoR  36,1%013ich H91450) 50% old-150%0] L8k FARE i
A HIER Holsiol AURYAS ek Tk 5 wlEel 7 Wl BANEEo] 63.6%0130T AT, AAHIEE,
AL [ CRINIAS0] WA AWk G & NEAS]  ASHIEE, FANILES 50% ol5Hom] ILEVIEL 13.0%
+[RE CARINAREO] 2 2 Qs 2o B aARislelct,  olgirk. olelgt AvRe £5A1FE WIEgel ZfolE ®el Kim
JHu e 245 ohxFRIEE M(adjusted multidimensional — (2011), Kim 5(2013)2] -4 1<} 2},
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Table 6. Correlation between Poverty Dimensions of Elderly Households

Asset Employment Housing Health Relation

Income

1.000

Income
Asset

Poor (474)

205
.188
159
.050
1.000
-290

.000
039
057
1.000

149
039
1.000

203

1.000

1.000

Employment

Housing
Health

Relation

-.004
n

=143

-.053

-047
028
1.000

.058

1.000

1.000

Income
Asset

Middle class (2685)

245
038
196
091
1.000

N7
-041
1.000

Employment

042
1.000

Housing
Health

Relation

‘p<.05, p<.01, p<.001.
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Table 7. Number of Poverty Dimensions of Elderly Households

Middle class (2685)

Number of
poverty dimensions

Poor (474)

Total (3159)

%

Frequency

%

Number of
poverty dimensions

Frequency

%

Number of
poverty dimensions

Frequency

5.549
21.304
29.348
26.778
14.339

149
572
788
719
385

1.477
5.063
16.456
30.802
31.435
14.768

10.161
21.684
25.989
23.014
12.029

321
685
821
727

24
78
146
149

380

2.607

0.074
S.D.

70
2
mean

70

4.907

155

2216

SD.
1.432

70
mean

S.D.
1.148

mean

1.194

2310

4.300

2.286

Table 8. Multidimensional Poverty Numbers of Middle Class in Elderly Households

Income non-poor (1663)

Income poor (1022)

%

>
o
i =
v
=
=3
(7
s
[
wv
i =
.
w
S 2
vle
g E
.md
S 2
Nmu
>
°
o
(=3
&
>
o
i =
o
=
=3
o
=Y
i
wv
i =
2
wv
S &
. ©
g E
|m.0
S 2
u
Ne
>
°
=%

8.960
24.053
30.667

149
400

16.830
27.202
28.082
21.233

172
278
287

510
432

25977
10.102

217

168

6.458

66

0.241
SD.
1.133

0.196
SD.
1.169

mean

mean

2.049

2.739

3

TARIELE]

2=

ko

=29

o R ool Bazt glom 4

e

Kim 5(2014), Nam¥} Hwang (2017)2]

5

3. =275t o}

HAARAR S A2

11} o
1o -

o] o

7Vs

[y
=

o

TP EaEe

A=

S|
AR YARIE A%

o %

S

-

= O =
— = O

F9145

1) Qo] MEAEs

o]

ko
=
7RsAo] Frhs Zlo.am A

A, BESURo| AL FAu) 5

AR eAE A7),

30%1Y

=z
n

Ik A

=3

{Table 7)1} %

=

o et

o] 27

I

75:}

7n|Hlat

N

o]

—~

= O~
=<

A ]

2.216%°]%}

= AU g

10,161%, 67} %

o
.

o
=

298671 et} ooz v

A1
S -

it

www.fer.or.kr

186 | Vol.56, No.2, April 2018: 175-193



Table 9. Adjusted Multidimensional Poverty Rate in Elderly Households
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Total 0 1 2 3 4 5 6
H 10.161 89.839 68.154 42.165 19.152 7123 2.216
A - 0.095 0.322 0.624 0.835 0.942 1.000
M - 8.536 21.946 26.311 15.992 6.710 2.216
Poor 0 1 2 3 4 5
H 1.477 98.523 93.460 77.004 46.203 14.768
A - 0.015 0.115 0.395 0.776 1.000
M - 1.512 10.756 30.427 35.863 14.768
Middle class 0 1 2 3 4 5 6
H 5.549 94.451 73147 43.799 17.020 2.682 0.074
A = 0.085 0.346 0.694 0.942 0.998 1.000
M - 8.019 25313 30.378 16.028 2.676 0.074
Income poor 1 2 8 4 5 6
H 16.830 83.170 55.969 27.886 6.654 0.196
A - 0.260 0.568 0.878 0.996 1.000
M - 21.624 31.790 24.484 6.627 0.196
Income non-poor 0 1 2 8 4 5
H 8.960 91.040 66.987 36.320 10.343 0.241
A - 0.117 0.417 0.797 0.994 1.000
M - 10.685 2791 28945 10.282 0.241

H (multidimensional headcount poverty ratio), A (poverty intensity), M (adjusted multidimensional poverty rate)
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Table 10. Multiple Regression: Number of Poverty Dimension Poverty of Elderly Household
Poor (474) Middle class (2685)
B SE B B SE. B
Gender (male) -328 148 -130 16" 026 -7
Age 019 .006 139 .001 .001 016
Level of education (college+)
Under elementary school 433 252 157 -.051 039 -.050
Middle and high school 531 256 178 -088' 039 -.084
Marital status (couple) 691" 186 -256 -340" 029 -341
Family size -214 120 -m -016 015 -026
Residence (Seoul and Metropolitan)
City 052 116 022 066" 020 -063
County and urban farming complex -045 119 -018 -123" 021 -12
Income poverty (poor) 378" 020 370
Intercept 1975" 527 586 092
F 193107 88311
R 249 229
Adjusted R’ 236 226

p<0.05, p<0.01, p<0.001
() :reference variable

& HE2 10,161%%3L, 170 ol gt 715-0] wSla Hials
H)}S 89.839%0]2)01 AL2AR]4(A) 00955 w8lo] 2%
S 2AE R E (M) 8.536%% . Hltaldare]
A TRRbINlES W, 270 o wf 21.946%, 37K o
26.311%% Ho] 2% tapedRlatgo] F7letel. o 47) o
FollAl= 15.992%, 57) old=2- 6.14.768%% FAF A4skiet,
TR O & IS w77 At ciabdnlatol A 17he 23
SHA] 2 W2 1.47T%%aL, 1) o) A9t 7te] msis:
HIE-2 98.523%019101 A2 A 4E Hoto] &3 274
El ARANIRE-S- 1,478%30Tt, RIetakedame w2 24wl oAt
AVLES B, 271 o] o] WA= 10.756%, 37 o4
30.427%, 47Nl o1 35.863%%5 Hol 24H thtRITLgo] 5
7kl ot 571 o] Hletapla=ollA] 14, 768% 5 1H4-513ict. &
ARS wRI7HE SollA] TN K] FEsHA] (> 7]
HE R8-S 5 549%%31, Rt Z71etiA] 244
chabIRIRt g F7Fsto] 37 o] ol A] 71 422 80.378% =
GANE 47K ool A= FHAssoict.
oJH Y HILE WeRl7te] 24 E vhAARIFE-2 47h o)
A 7P 32980 SAS 7R 37) ool Al 7P A et
W=, ol Wiks W77 AR o7 HEE e o g Bl

FAUS Ak ek 2L HolEeh e vlExst

o

of

-

.

flo N

188 | Vol.56, No.2, April 2018: 175-193

Z7PeE 24w crulatgo] 7h4%E Choi 5(2011), Jung
(2012), Suh®} Kown (2013), Nam¥} Hwang (2017)2] A5-2

sfo} 2ol } ozt ol B AT A WEFA FAE

2 8

[e}

7N o)A 7 elsIS uf 10.685%, 270
28.945%= A} S7VSICh L 47 o sl o9}
o] FARE Q7o A AEHITE) A 5H|HI L Z0] 2 A

AQMITRS: 37 olollA] 71 BT A7) ol el ghad

i
I
N‘
i)
>
In
e
L
i
N
o
U
T
it
3_}5
N
>
fu)
o

O
L rk
3
o
N
N
1
)
(w2
G
rlo
30 o
oo rlo B

www.fer.or.kr



QI Ro] ASHIZT ChIRIMIZO| Bt

& ol

]l
2| Sl Fapgs MR

2= ELJ% RS
< AR OE KL olof IS mA= 89le®m el W vt
/3 sk

1) =Q17}719] Bl Ex 40 o

HIES Qe 24 teelzle]

2 A3k 3 U1 SFIRAS AAJR ATR: (Table 1003} 21},
H =

VP HEARLS SRS A )

A9, SRV, nsa Y 7}:|L J 7 rxloj = °§6£,L~9L°J
o Hdth ts SlFEA Ay, Rkl folRt 9
3 W= 7 *é%!(‘a“é), A9, AEFE(FALEo),
SRV (Fra ol o, et Fofekgial MaEe] A
e 23.6%(Adjusted RZ) 190T}, = oA 71reo]] v)E)] B
Q7] Mgt la=7E Al om | Ao s HIatakd
T7F S71SEATE E QIS aSeeo] thEol g uii

o Fargshue uf ul HM*/} wokon], fulg- 1=Ql7t
o) MR S Qe A ek, olefy
At oY u), shEgao] WS ] RIGyRsAo] i
Seok} Kim (2012), S1%3I5h chaInlgol o] qlastmqll
o} w9l 2318010 2o @ thalgIHlaLgo] 2718t Jung
(2012), WAL QU w ARk Rle] 7lsdo) Wt g
Hwang (2015) ‘52] 2l7-te} 2},

g5}
N

£l
r$ ot

Bl

CREOE, B welZbrh A WIEARgo] e )
A 0913 BIsh] 9I, 67H] MBS T ghel Wl
T FHUSE Wb, ol tieh 71%e] A, <, B2
A, 85 B 7R, ARAY D A5 5 9T
shelstlc), T Bl7RA 2, HlEAkgol folet g v
A W 7FRRRe] (), IRSRE S, Sl
(f19), 7l W AEuIEolglm Slmale felsion
BIAES] M2 e 22 6%(Adjusted B O R Liehset, B4 b
Q7 ol ufek el u) WAt AT, ol
7Ap%e] 8] tistolel rtt Fu5etuel uf wEt
A7k A E RS QPR RS el

www.fer.or.kr

Family and Environment Research fer

o] 5e131 T v (2015)9] 15220519} 22 ol 2 384

Jo] o]l A5=gh ufj o2 75=A| o] vl Rlxtks/do]

A o)y
wekn 3 Seok3 Kim (2012)9] 17 Anek= Zol7} it
FA QI ASHNIEEY R A5NEEY o) 9
A7k ZRE ATk FAE QIR Fol A AN S vt
540] e 71 Ao 9 vl HAe] ey wolz)
R R R T e D )
ofgh w5 u|mahy, WF oLk oA Fofet wdel ole)
& FAE wQl7brollA] Relsh Rl E WIS wQlrbe
A BEGE W A G BAOL FAE wmelrhol A
A QIgES Meon], MRS el o)A folakA] ek ¥l
591 AFAGE F45 woFolA folstech, ol w4
chafell whet fofgt gk hE ALe EAliARe] AlsteL vl
2 gol et 4153t Alelo] Tashehs e Ak

2) Q7o) ThARRlE Aol A JFR
Rl teQl7peh SAHE el 4
7HQl 9 7o) 43S 2AsH ] fIl, oldkm ALY IR
A %‘_Al A3= (Table 11)3} 2},
L5 w7l 25U Afsh WEAle] B
L SNE 7o R A8sto] takelnlety
Hltel o@tﬂ- 2 Rl ojuf ChNlE A )
o] ‘?fZ—’ﬂ% = Alkire & Foster (2009)2] 2117
on, 2013)0]] 71%3F Zlo|t}, E o]of kS 1)

71:1_4 Egog 7}:]L 4 ke S - GREY PN =

é
E
=
Bl 2 o
Ho o ox 2%

PV, AR 5
A A, AR @@‘Tﬂ

i dlgumoloet 2 ddgo
=2t ole ™ol 571
hoi 5(2011), IR U5 E}’]{QJJHJE TR=Ao] &
5t Hwang (2015)2] @t Astolr}, 3 chaplule A 4ol
Yo| g W, eIl
F&t off 1.0338) Z718k9=), o= ndgE
AFIRIRE 7R3 AP flsl AR AERRE Edt HlkEE
d#o] nfes|ofol 3 oF 4= 9ict,

DP—%E, ks Q7] vkt AE et WAt

24221 2,3105 71502 chrulatah chu o) ofahi

h =
i) xE N

i_‘
S
g
L
o
QL
Hﬂ
N
l>
Jm 3
to
o X

o
st
3

o,
)
i

Q H

ot
e
40
rUZ

N

Vol.56, No.2, April 2018: 175-193 | 189



2
fer Family and Environment Research
Table 11. Logistic Regression : Poverty Probability of the Elderly Households
Poor (474) Middle-class (2685)
B S.E Wald Exp(B) B S.E Wald Exp(B)

Gender (Male) .567 317 3.195 1.762 588" 133 19.598 1.800
Age 032 013 6.262 1.033 .005 .006 .801 1.005
Level of Education (College+)

Under Elementary School -.432 .622 482 .649 302 .206 2.143 1.352

Middle & High School -.484 .639 575 616 495 .206 5.789 1.640
Marital status (Couple) 598 422 2.007 1.818 2049 174 139.452 7.763
Family size -.433 .301 2.066 .649 -.108 081 1.782 897
Residence (Seoul & Metropolitan)

City -.326 248 1.726 722 346 .106 10.671 1.414

County & Urban farming complex -214 253 719 .807 644" 14 31.821 1.904
Income Poverty (Poor) -2329" 146 255.454 097
Intercept -2.110 1.408 2.247 21 -1.634" .583 7.860 195
-2 Log Likelhood 594.417 2956.723
Cox, Snell B* 119 236
Nagelkerke A° 159 317
Hosmer & Lemeshow(y’) 21.584" 16.032

'9<0.05, p<0.01, "p<0.001 ( ): reference variable
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