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1.INTRODUCTION

Buil ding an understanding of Cc hidssntiagooverty
addressing the needs of children through suitable programs and policies. Where the majority of

the traditionalmethodso f poverty analysis have ifnadws ad a
monetary weHbeing, income, or expenditures, these measures are less appropriate for
measuring child poverty or wellieing. As children are not typically decisiorakers or primary

earners in a household, their access to housédeddl income may not directly lead to
proportionalimprovements in their welb e i n g . I n addition, andhi | dr e
specificat different stages of childhood developmemtg these needs are not necessarily met

solely by increased access to incomeltdimensional poverty analyseomplement existing

studies on incombased povertyand moves beyond seciosised approaches by capturing the
simultaneous experience of multiple deprivationrd NI CEF 6 s Mul tipl e O\
Deprivation Analysis (MODA) metbdology is one such methagming toholistically identify

and quantify the nat urcentriloufe tochiesigrdaf semviées and e pr i \
interventions which more accurately meet the needs of children.

Thistechnicalreport presents theey resuls of a multidimensional poverty analysis usiag-
MODA (crosscountry) methodology to identify, locate, and create a profile of children with
deprivationsin GuineaBissau The analysis useke MICS5 2014data toidentify the type,
level, andoverlaps of deprivations which childreface. Furthebreakdowngeveal regional
disparities, urban/rural divisionand otheindividual or household characteristiwhich may
contribute tahe multidimensionaphenomenon athild poverty.

Thedeprivationanalysis covers the dimensions of access to basic essential services in the areas
of health, nutrition, education, protectidnom violence water/sanitationhousing, and
information. Age groups covered are daien ofages 669 months, and-37 years A brief

single deprivation analysis isgied out for each of the ageogps specifying the indicators

and dimensions used, and highlighting potential focus areas. However, the main objective of
the MODA analysis is to inform about the simultaneous expegieh deprivations; e.g. the

depth of deprivation, the interaction between various dimensional deprivations and composition
of multidimensional deprivation among children of particular ages.

Since this is a technical report only, the contents desthid€C-MODA (CrossCountry

Multiple Overlapping Deprivation Analysishethodologywhich isat the core of this studg

the next sectionfollowed by a section summari ng t he st udyhestruciueej or f i
captures the systematic framework of afeport to give an indication on how the results could

be usedIn depth analytical analysis, as well as more detailed results are not provided in this
document, as this serves mainly as the core input of further childb®ialy analyses.



2.CHILDREN AND POVERTY IN GUINEA -BISSAU

(Background situation analysis of children with referetacthe various dimensions anadys
UNICEF CO

3. METHODOLOGY

3.1Background: MODA methodology and applications

This studyuses the Multiple Overlapping Deprii@an Analysis (MODA) methodology to
measure multidimensional deprivation among childeges O to 17 yearsThe MODA
methodology has been developed at UNICEF to provide a framework in which ehid6 s
(monetary) poverty and deprivation can be measured, quantified and identified. The
methodology builds on existing approaches of multidimensional poverty measurement such as
theUNICEF's Global Study on Child Poverty and Disparities (see Gordon et al. 2ROBEF,

2007) and OPHI's Multidimensional Poverty Index (see Alkire and Santos, 2010; Alkire and
Foster, 2011). The methodology concentrates on the measurement of child deprivation, and
comprises of the following key elements:

=

It takes the child rathehan the household as unit of analysis;

9 itunderlines the use of individual level data when possible so that any differences across
gender, ages or within households may be observed;

1 the method makes use of the {dfgcle approachchanging indicators aording to the
changing needs of children at different life stages;

1 it broadens the scope of sectsed approaches through overlapping deprivation
analysis;

1 itincludes the prevalence and the depth of deprivation for each child, revealing the most
vulnemble children with a higher number of deprivations at the same time;

1 It generates profiles in terms of the geographical and wmooomic characteristics of

the (multiply) deprived, allowing for better targeted, more effective policy responses

and intervations.

The MODA methodology is described in more detail in the-bteptep guidelines to MODA

(de Neubourg, Chai, de Milliano, Plavgo, & Wei, 2012ahe methodhas already been
extensively applied to a seriesawbsscountrystudes (CGMODA) usingDHSV/VI or MICS4
datasets, indicators and thresholds to facilitate the analysis of multidimensional child
deprivation across Wer and middle income countriésee de Milliano & Plavgo, 2014 for an
example of the resultsThe ana}sis of GuineaBissau follows this comparative methodology
and is explained below in more depth.

However, he adaptability of the method to different input factors is representachbynber

of countryspecific analyss which have beewarried out tdoeter suit the country contexir
focus of the study (soalled NationaMODA i N-MODA). N-MODA is an application of the
MODA methodology to specificcontexts with customized use of dataset, age groups,

7



dimensions, indicators and thresholds, often utilizidiger information available from national
datasets.

Examples of completed-NIODA studies ofchild poverty and deprivatiomclude those for
Clt e d Bdnega,iMaleand Madagascar (UNICEF Senegal, dortting; De Milliano
and Handa, 2014Plawgo, I, forthcoming. N-MODA studies will be published for Kosovo,
Lao PDR, Botswana, State of Palestine, and the Democratic Republic of the Congo.

3.2 Data, Unit of Analysis and the Life-cycle Approach

The specific crossountry application of MODA isharacterized by its comparability between
countries. Demographic Health Surveys (DHS) and Multiple Indicator Cluster Surveys (MICS)
have been used for their large degree of harmonization, their rich information ors agpect
child wellbeing and their wie and recent coverage of low and midisleome countries. For

the analysis for GuineBissau the most recent MICS @014 has ban used.The sample
comprises 5,914 households with children, and 23,987 children below the age of 18.

The MICS data covers different aspects of child welbeing, including health, nutrition,
access to water and sanitation, child development, literacy and education, child protection and
access to information, making it very appropriate for the child deprivation an&)¢gisved
children are identified, located, and profiled at national and regional level and by area. The
analysis of the type, level, and overlap of deprivations they face provides additgiglaisto

inform the design of policies.

The MODA analysisuseshe childas te unit of analysisand thus reveals chispecific needs

and deprivations.Following the lifecycle approach, the analysis acknowledges the
heterogeneity of childrends needs and depri\
di mensi ons, i ndicators and threshol ds used
depenithg on the age group the child falls iRor all countries adopting the @@ODA
methodology two age groups are identified, namely children below 5 years, and children from

5to0 17 years

3.3Dimensions, indicators and deprivation thresholds

The analysis of multiple and overlapping deprivations is bas@adarators, dimensionsind
deprivation thresholds, whidreselectedising the Convention on the Rights of the Child
(CRC) as a main framework (United Nations, 198®irther decisions orga groups,
dimensions, indicators, and thresholds were guided by discourse with UNICEF sector
specialists and nationahd internationgpartners. The final selectiaf dimensions, indicators
and thresholds reflects international standards ofwe2fig,and data availability across
guestionnairesrigurel summarzesthe selected dimensiofw each age grouplore details
regarding the selection of dimensions, intbhcacan be found in the GEIODA Technical
Note (de Neubourg, Chai, de Milliano, Plavgo, & Wei, 201,20)d thresholds for each age
group can be found in

Table1.



Although additional indicators and dimensions were considered in the final selection of
dimensions, such as those relating to early childhood development anthbbijcdhecessary
datawere not avaibble in all datasets included in the comparative analy3iker variables not
included as indicators for the analysis of child wlng, were included in the selection of
profiling variables which serve to locate deprived children and idettité characteristics of
their deprivation status.

Figure 1: Selected age groups and dimensions

1 Infant and young child feeding:
breastfeeding and food frequency
2 Wasting

Compulsory school attendance

Primary school attainment

| 1 DPT immunisation | Availability of information devices

1  Access to improved water source
2  Distance to water source

Access to improved water source
Distance to water source

| 1 Access to improved sanitation | ' Access to improved sanitation

1 Overcrowding
2 Floor and roof material

Overcrowding
Floor and roof material

[ 1 Domestic violence | - . Domestic violence
Protection

from violence

Children in a particular age group are assessed on the basis of a deprivation threshold in a set
of indicators, which make up a set of dimensions. In each dimension, a combination of
indicatorswith respective thresholds determines the level of deprivatiche child in that
dimension. @ildren areidentified asdeprived in a dimensiohy using the union approach;
children are deprived f t hey are deprived in at Horast o
example, a child aged® months has been consm@d deprived in the health dimension if an
unskilled birth attendant assisted withh e h o u s ebarm dhittl ér $f thé chikllhas not

received all 3 DPT vaccinationBy using this approacthé depth of deprivatiowithin the
dimensionhas not beeraken into account. Howevedll indicators have been chosen on the

basis that thegomplement each other in thexplarationoft he r eal i zati on (or
rights. Since each of the selected dimensions reflects a bagt, each of thelimensions

receives the same value in the analysis.

For each age group, the following analyses have been carried out:

a Single deprivation: The percentage of children deprived in each dimension (and for each
indicator) has been estimated to give a septospective. It gives a first insight in which
deprivations are particularly relevant for children of the four different age groupsiirea

Bissau

b- The distribution of the number of dimensions children are deprived in: the deprivations per
child havebeen counted to give an overview of the distribution of all deprivations among the



different age groups and according to different background characteristics (profiling variables).
The deprivation count has also enabled analysis of the depth of multsamaindeprivation.

c- Multidimensional deprivation overlaps: the analysis has looked at the different deprivations
that are usually experienced simultaneously. Combinations of deprivations have been
highlighted and estimations of the number of childefiering from one to eight deprivations

at the same time has been given.

d- Multidimensional deprivation indices: Several multidimensional deprivation indices have
been calculated to provide summary statistics: (i) the headcount ratio (H) to look at the
incidence of multi deprivation in the several dimensions; (ii) the average intensity (A) to look
at the number of deprivation a deprived child experiences as a percentage of all possible
deprivations; (iii) the adjusted deprivation headcount (MO) has teenlated to capture both

the incidence and depth of deprivation.

This paper captures the most striking results of the analysis of the multiple overlapping
deprivations among childréBuineaBissau All tabulations and figures for the full analysis are
available in a separate document that complements this document.



Table 1: Dimensions, Indicators, Age Groups, and Deprivation Thresholds

other. WHO.

Dimension Indicator Reference age Non-deprived if Deprived if
Sr::locljilssbuer&ire?l rg?:ct:ihint% ZXCIEUQ':ZIK dblrivilﬂinst i Child is under 6 months and not exclusively brdadt child is
. y 9! hetween 6 months to 4 years and living in a household w
Infant and young household where childrdretween 6 and 23 mont : ; .
; : 0-4 years . ; - .| children between 6 and 23 months are not provided with
child feeding are provided with at least the minimum dietg ~. di di . - ' X
- diversty and minimum meal frequendy the last 24 minimum dietary diversity or minimum meal frequency in i
1. Nutrition h last 24 hours
ours.
Weight for height Ch|ldswe|ght_fo_r he|ght|sequal ora_bove m'm.JSt Child's weight for height is below minus two stand
) 0-4 years standard deviations from thaternational median o . . .
(wasting) deviations from the international median. WHO (2006).
WHO (2006).
PPT o 1-4 years Child has received all 3 DPT vaccinations. WHO| Child has not received allBPT vaccinations. WHO.
immunization
2. Health Skilled birth Skilled birth attendant assisted withst birth in | Unskilled birth attendant assisted witha s t birt
0-4 years chil dos :docar susd/midwide, auxiliary| household traditional birth attendant, community hea
attendance S . .
midwife. worker, voluntary health worker, relative/friend, no pother
Compulsory 7-14 vears Child is of compulsory school age and is attend Child is of compulsorgchool age and is not attending schg
3. Educati school attendance y school. UNESCO. UNESCO. (3)
. Education
Primary  school 12-17 vears Child beyond primary school age has comme Child beyond primary school age has no or incomplete prin
attainment y primary education. UNESCO. education. UNESCO.
4 Ava|lab|l_|ty of Housghoild has repqrted having one or more of Household has not reported having any of the following:
Information information 5-17 years following: TV, radio, phone, mobile phong radio. bhone. mobile phoneomouter. MDG
devices computer. MDG. P ' phoneomp ' '
Household's main source of drinking water . : o . .
. oo . L Household's main source of drinking water is unimproy
improved: piped into dwelling; piped to yard/plg . X
Access to . oo ; unprotected well; unprotected sprin
. public tap/standpipe; tube well/borehole; protec . : ) ;
improved water| 0-17 years well: protected spring: rainwatehottied water if river/dam/lake/pond/stream/canal; tanker truck; cart with s
source maiﬁ psource of ﬁo ldgr]i,nkin water is imoroved tank; surface waterbottled water if source of main no
5. Water 9 P drinking water is unimproved. WHO.

Distance to watel
source

0-17 years

Time needed to collect water (go, get water,
come back) is 30 minutes or less. WHO.

Time needed to collect water (go, get water, and come =
more than 30 minutes. WHO.
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Household usually uses improved toilet facili

Access to flush to piped sewer system; flush to septic ta Household usually uses unimproved toilet facility: flush
6. Sanitation | improved 0-17 years flush to pit latrine; flush to don't know wher{ somewhere else; pit latrine without slab/open pit; bucket tg
sanitation ventilatedimproved pit latrine; pit latrine with slalj hanging toilet/latrine; no facility/bush/field. WHO.
composting toilet; other. WHO.
Household has on average four people or les§ Household has on average more than four people per sle
Overcrowding 0-17 years sleeping room. UMNHABITAT, adjusted for thel room. UNHABITAT, adjusted for te number of sleepin
number of sleeping rooms only. (5) rooms only. (5)
Roof or floor (or both) are made of rudimentary
7. Housing finished materials. Roof: rustic mat; palm/bamb
Roof & floor WOOd. planks; _cardboard; _ m_etal woqg Both roof and floor are made of natural materials. Roof
material 0-17 years cala_mme/c_:ement fiber; ceramic tiles; cemg roof, thatch/palm leaf/dung/mud; sod. Floor: earth/salehg.
roofing shingles. Floor: wood planks; palm/bamb{ UN-HABITAT.
parquet/ polished wood; vinyl/ asphalt strif
ceramic tiles; cement; carpet. tHWABITAT.
8. Protection Child is living in a household where a child betweg Child is living in a household where a child between 2 ang
) Domestic violencg 0-17 years 2 and 14 years does nekperience any violen years experiences at least e@ent measure of physical chil

from violence

measure of physical child discipline.

discipline
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3.4 Methods

This paper follows th€ C-MODA methodology as it is set out in tlikC-MODA Technical
Note(de Neubourg, et al., 20hPand uses similar stages of analysislescribed in the general
guidelines on the MODA methodology (de Neubourg, et al. 2002 results are presented

in a structure similar as is used for other-RIODA analysis results, which are found on the
interactive CEMODA web portat. The studycommences with a single deprivation analysis,
measuring the headcount rates for indicators and dimensions. Then it follows with a multiple
deprivation analysis containing (1) the distribution of the number of dimensional deprivations
children experience,2j the deprivation overlap analys@nd (3) the multidimensional
deprivation ratios

For the multidimensional deprivation analysis the number of dimensional deprivations are
accumulated per child using implicit equal weighting. Since each of the dimsmsjaesent
particular aspects of childrends rights it i
each of them are of essential importance. Children are identified asdmatnsionally

deprived if the number of deprivations they experiencégisen or equal than the selected-cut

off point. The cutoff point can in theory vary depending on the context of the study and the

focus on more or less severely deprived childiér results for all cubff points are calculated

and provided in an addainal document.

The number of deprivations experienced by each child can be used when calculating various
child deprivation indices. The first is the multidimensional deprivation headcount (H)
specifying the proportion of children multiply deprived witlyaeds to a specified cofff point.
Since the headcount rate does not account fc
deprivation intensity (A) is used. This index can be presented as the average number of
deprivations multdimensionally depvied children experience, or as the proportion of
deprivations the multiply deprived hold out of the total possible number of deprivations. The
last index used is the adjusted deprivation headcous), @pplying the Alkire and Foster
(2011) methodology imvhich the above mentioned indices are combined as create one single
deprivation measure capturing simultaneously the incidence and depth of deprivaiion (M
=H*A).

L www.unicetirc.org/MODA
12



4. KEY RESULTS

This section presents the results of the multidimensional child depnvatialysis, with the

first subsection showing the results of the single deprivation analysis, and the secend sub
section showing the results of the multiple overlapping deprivation analysis. Results in each
subsection are presented in ordetlvé agegroups.

SINGLE DEPRIVATION A NALYSIS

The following sections show the results of the single deprivation analysis in order of the
respective age group. The deprivation headcount ratio represents the proportion of children
deprived in each indicator or dimems, as a percentage of total children in the age group in
guestion for whom data was available.

4.1 AGE GROUP: 0-4 YEARS

4.1.1 Deprivation Incidence bylIndicator and Dimension

Figure 2: Deprivation Headcount ratio (%) for children below 5 years by mdicator

Protectiorfrom violence  Physical child discipline [ 71.7%

Improved material of floor and roof{ N 24.2%
Overcrowding (>4 pers)- 8.1%

Sanitation Improved toilet facility | RN 51.3%

Distance to water source (<30 nililll] 8.5%

Housing

Water

Improved water sourcejj [ N NN 29-3%

3 DPT vaccinations (12-59 month<J N 17.3%

Health

Skilled birth attendance]| NN 59.3%

Wasting [Jl] 6.0%
Nutrition Exclusive breastfeeding (0-5m| N R NN 47.5%
IYCF (6-23m) | 47.7%
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

% of children deprived
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Figure 3: Deprivation headoount ratio (%) for children below 5 yearsby dimension

100%

kS 81.3%
2 80% 71.7%
o
S 0,
© 60% 55.3%
o
= 34.2% 33.6%
£ 40% <70 070 30.6%
B 0,
< 20%
0%
Nutrition Health Water Sanitation Housing  Protection from
violence
4.1.2 Deprivation Incidence At Sub-National Level
This section presents the results for a selectigeofiraphicab pr of i | i ng vari abl e

of profiling variablesand their distributiomn Annex 1), which assess whether deprivation levels
varydepending on where the child livé%r example, the deprivation incidence by area, shows
the proportio of children in rural and urban areas that are deprived in the dimensiormednaly

Figure 4: Deprivation Headcount Ratio (%) for children below 5 years, by dmension and
urban/rural areas
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S
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] |
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Figure 5: Deprivation Headcount Ratio (%) for children below 5 years by dimension and
region
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Deprivation in the Sanitation dimension
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Deprivation in the Protection from violence dimension
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4.1.3 Deprivation Incidence by Individual and Household Characteristics

This section presents the r e qsedfullsetdfpafiing s el e
variables and their distribution Annex 1), which assess whether deprivation levels vary across
various individual or household background characteristics. These results give an indication of
whether different suigroups of chitiren experience different levels of dimensional deprivation

as a proportion of the total number of children within this gr&gme interesting differences

are detailed as follows.

Figure 6: Deprivation Headcount Ratio (%) by dimension and g@nder of the household
headfor children below 5 years
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Figure 7: Deprivation Headoount Ratio (%) by dimension and no t h devebo$education
for children below 5 years
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® Mother has no education®Mother has primary education®Mother has secondary or higher education
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Figure 8: Deprivation Headcount Ratio (%) by dimension and stunting status for children
below 5 years

% of children deprived

100%

80%

60%

40%

20%

0%

89.1%
78.4% 0
72'1/070.9%
59.7%
53.7%
34.3%
6.5% 32.3%

0,
3I3.8/0I II 3270/03' |
Nutrition Health Water Sanitation Housing  Protection from

violence

m Not stunted B Stunted

Figure 9: Deprivation headcount ratio (%) for age group G4, by dimension and incidence
of under-5 mortality in the household
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4.2 AGE GROUP:5-17 YEARS

4.2.1 Deprivation Incidence by Indicator and Dimension

Figure 10: Deprivation Headcount ratio (%) for children 5-17 years by indicator

Protection from violence Physical child discipline_ 71.7%
Improved material of floor and roo_ 20.1%

Overcrowding (<4 pers)- 8.9%

Sanitation Improved toilet facility _ 75.7%
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Water
Improved water source_ 25.6%

Information At least one information devicel 3.5%

Primary school attainment (12-17 year_ 80.3%
Compulsory school attendance (7-14 ye- 23.4%
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% of children deprived
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Figure 11: Deprivation headcount ratio (%) for children 5-17 years by dimension
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4.2.2 Deprivation Incidence At SubNational Level

Figure 12: Deprivation Headcount Ratio (%) for children 5-17 years, by dimension and
urban/rural areas
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Figure 13: Deprivation Headcount Ratio (%) for children 5-17 years by dimension and
region
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Deprivation in the Protection from violence dimension

4.2.3 Deprivation Incidence by Individual and Household Characteristics

Figure 14: Deprivation Headcount Ratio (%) by water deprivation and main language of
the household for children 517 years
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lingua

Figure 15: Deprivation Headcount Rati o ( %)
education for children 517 years
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% of children deprived
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Figure 16: Deprivation Headcount Ratio (%) by dimension and child labor for children
5-17 years
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MULTIPLE OVER LAPPING DEPRIVATION ANALYSIS

This study goes beyond the mere deprivation rates in each of the selected dimensions, and
concentrates oo h i | dointeerpérience of deprivations. The MODA methodology follows

a childsensitive method and for that reason starts by accumulating the deprivations per child.
Based on the total number of deprivations for eduthi ca distribution can be made givean
indication on the depth of multidimensional deprivation across the sodietigrstanding how

certain dimensions overlap and are experienced simultaneously allows for identifying the most
vulnerable groups.

4.4 AGE GROUP: 0-4 YEARS

4.4.1 Number of Deprivations for Each Child at the national and sub-national
levels

The breadth of deprivation for each child is measured as the total number of dimensions in
which a child is deprived and how they are distributed over the populat®nineaBissay

to examine overall child deprivatioseverity among children This section also provides
deprivation distributions profiled by individual or household characteristics of the children.

Figure 17: Percentage of children deprivedn each number of deprivations for children
below 5 years
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Figure 18: Percentage of children deprived in each number of deprivations by area for

children below 5 years
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Figure 19: Percentage of children deprived in each number of deprivations by number of
children in the household for children below 5 years
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Figure 20: Percentage of childrendeprived in each number of deprivations by birth
certificate for children below 5 years
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4.4 3 Deprivation Overlap Analysis: Deprivation overlap for each dimension

Deprivation overlap analysis for each dimension presents the proportion of childrearavho
deprived in only the specific dimension areg, or one, two, or more additional dimensions.

Analyzi ng these overl aps allows for better insi
deprivations inGuineaBissay by understanding whether sectoral deprivations are singular
problems or ithey overlap with other deprivations and need to be addressed in combination.

Figure 21: Deprivation overlap for each dimension forchildren below 5 yeas
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4.44 Deprivation Overlap of Three Dimensiongfor children below 5 years
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This section summarizes results for the proportion of children deprived in any three dimensions
at a timeWhile all combirations of dimensions were anatg§seeSeparatdile), only the most
telling results are presented here.

Overlaps between three dimensions are better represented with the use -oidgeamsto

provide insight for how deprivations relate to each otAévenndiagram of any ambination

of three dimensns describes the deprivation levels for: (1) each dimension separately; (2)
overlap between two dimension; (3) overlap between three dimensions; (4) the population not
deprived in any of the three dimensions.

Figure 22: Venn-diagrams on the deprivation overlap for children below 5 years

Non-deprived (5.2%) The Venndiagram of the
Sanitation (81.3%) deprivations in the health,
sanitation and protection from
violence dimensions has the
largest proportion of overlap of
all possible combinations of
three (29%).When comparing
this with for instance the
combination of health, sanitation
and water, where there is only
one dimension different the
T L ion st oion rom vioence 24 ¥ ENFiagram shows only that

and PrOtecticmfmm\"iomce(3'Fc"|zu>)tectionfrom\Jv'iolence (65.7%) 18% Of Children under S are
simultaneously deprived in all
these three dimensions. The
difference can be attributed to

Health and Sanitation

Health (47.5%)

Health anly (1.3%)

Overlap (28.8%)

Non-deprived (13.3%)

HenvisrN _ the lower deprivation rate in
~—— " Water (33.5%)

Y : water (33.5%) as compared to

— protection from violence

(65.7%), as well as a lower

Overtap (18.4%) integration between the three

selected dimensions.

N

Health and San Sanzation 113 3%)

Sanitation (81.2%)

27



4.4.5 Multidimensional Deprivation Ratios

The multidimensional deprivation indicesknror! Reference source not foundcomplement

the analysis on the distribution and overlap of deprivations, by indicating the aveiddince

and intensity of deprivation among children in a specific age group. As previously explained,
the deprivation headcount (H) reports the percentage of children who are deprived according to
a specified cubff point (K) of multidimensional depriteons.The average intensity among the
deprived (A) indicates the depth or severity of deprivations in children, according to the
deprivation cuff. For examplewhen the cubff point K=3 (36 deprivation}, 62% of
children agd 0-4 are identified as nitidimensionally deprivedior all children with ateast
threedeprivatiors the average number of deprivations experienc8diger child, 0r62.8% of

all possible deprivations.

Table 2: Multidimensional deprivation indices at anational level for children below 5 years

Multidimensional Average no. of Average intensity AdJU.St.ed .

o 9 . multidimensional
deprivation depnvatl_ons amon¢ among the deprivec deprivation headcoun
headcount (H), % the deprived (A) (A); % (MO)

1-6 deprivation 97.6% 3.0 49.9% 0.49
2-6 deprivations 84.9% 3.3 54.9% 0.47
3-6 deprivations 62.0% 3.8 62.8% 0.39
4-6 deprivations 34.1% 4.4 73.3% 0.25
5-6 deprivations 11.8% 5.1 85.8% 0.10
6 deprivations  1.8% 6.0 100% 0.02

Figure 22 shows how the deprivation headcount rate changes at the national level and for rural
and urban areas when selecting a differentofupoint. From the graph can be seen that in
rural areas not only is the deprivation headcount rate higher nharban areas, but as the
decline in the proportion of children deprived is less when increasing tiwdf qdint it also

shows that the breadth of deprivation is larger.
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Figure 23: Multidimensional deprivation headcountby various cut-off points for children
below 5 years
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The figure below includes all three multidimensional deprivation indices by region and shows
that Oio has the highest prevalence of deprivation when using-Gffquobint of at least2
deprivations 97.3%). Since the average intensity of deprivation is also highest in this region
(61.7%0 - 3.7 deprivations on averagehe headcount ratio adjusted for the depth results in the
highest valuewithin the country (0.6 A small difference can be observedtleen the
headcounhrates of Bafata and Bolama (93.0% and 96).9espectively). However, since the
intensity of deprivation is higher among the deprivddldren in Bolama the adjusted
deprivation headcount rate is slighhigher for this region (0.51 oapared to 0.50

Figure 24: Multidimensional deprivation indices (K=2) by region for children below 5
years
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4.4.6 Profiling the Multidimensional Deprived

Figure 25: Multidimensional deprivation headcount (K=2) by profiling characteristics for
children below 5 years
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4.4.6 Decomposition of the Multidimensional Deprivation Ratios

The decomposition of the adjusted deprivation headcount allows to unmask the contribution of
each of the dimensions tbhe overall deprivation rate without losing the aspects of prevalence
and intensity of the general measure. Figure 23 shows that the adjusted deprivation headcount
rate of chitlren below 5 years is 0.4% a national levellt shows a clear difference leten

children with a mother with sendary education or higher (8)2and children with a ntber

without any education (0.%3uggesting that the prevalence and depth of deprivation is lower
amongst children of the former category.

When confronting theantribution of the dimensional deprivations to the adjusted deprivation
headcount it shows that the main contributors are deprivation in sanitation, protection from
violence andhealth(27.9%, 20.4%6 and B.0%, respectivelylor children with a mother witha

any educationFor children with a mother with secondary or higher education it shows that
instead of health deprivation in nutrition contributes more to the adjusted deprivation
headcountand that the protection from violence deprivations contrileisgively the most to
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the adjusted headcouritiote thateach ofthe contributios arerelative. Since the adjusted
deprivation headcount is significantly lower for children with mothers with higher education
the actual deprivation in nutrition might not be more severe than for children with mothers
without education, but its relative imgance is higher.

Figure 26: Adjusted deprivation headcountrate (K=2 by mot her s | evel o]
children below 5 years
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Figure 27. Decomposition of the adjusteddeprivation headcount rate (K=2 by mot her 0's
level of education for children below 5 years
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45 AGE GROUP: 5-17 YEARS

45.1 Number of Deprivations for Each Child at the national and sukmational
levels

Figure 28: Percentage of children deprived in each numbeof deprivations for children
5-17 years
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Figure 29: Percentage of children deprived in each number of deprivations by area for
children 5-17 years
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