CHARACTERIZING WEIGHTS IN THE
MEASUREMENT OF MULTIDIMENSIONAL
POVERTY: An application of data-driven approaches
to Cameroonian data.
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2. Objectives of the Study
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3. Theoretical considerations on Composite IndeXing
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4. Methodology of Stat. Approaches
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4 Methodology contd.
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5. Data
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6. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
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6. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION contd
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Table 5: Descriptive Statistics for the Index Distributions
Composite I ndex No. of Obs. Mean St. Deviation Min Max
PCA 9326 1.809 406 1 2.997
MCA 9326 717 341 .093 1.830
Fuzzy Set 9326 595 .168 0.001 976
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6. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION contd
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Table 6: First-order Poverty Dominance Results
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Index Distribution Observation
PCA MCA No intersection found. PCA dominates MCA
PCA Fuzzy Set No intersection found. PCA dominates Fuzzy set
MCA Fuzzy Set Intersection found. Dominance is ambiguous
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6. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION contd
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Figure 1: PCA and MCA Poverty Incidence Curves
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6. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION contd

FiguLe 2: PCA and Fuzzy Set Poverty Incidence Curves
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6. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION contd

Figu&e 3: MCA and Fuzzy Set Poverty Incidence Curves
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7.CONCLUSION AND POLICY IMPLICATION
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Thank you for your kind attention



