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Peru: Measurement of Monetary Poverty

Extreme Poverty Line Monetary Poverty Line
(Basic Food Basket) (Food and Non-Food Basket)
Population Household with 4 members=  Household with 4 members =
% 100% A S/.704 S/.1312
Extreme Not-Extreme Not Poor Cumulative Frequency
Poor Poor of Expense

Incidence of

5%-

>
400 .
100S/.176 2 S/. 328 Expense Per Capita
Average monthly cost of the Average monthly cost of the (Soles)
basic food basket basic basket of consumption Welfare Indicator

Source: INEI - National Household Survey
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Peru: Monthly Actual Expense per Capita, 2006 — 2016

(Constant base soles = 2016 at prices of Metropolitan Lima)

Variation %
2012 - 2016
9.3
A

678 691 694 698 112

501 613 033 >
528

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

- Percentage Variation

* Significat difference (p < 0,10).

** Highly Significant difference (p < 0.05). 6
*** Very highly significant difference (p < 0.01).

Source: INEI - National Household Survey, 2006-2016.



Peru: Monthly Actual Expense per Capita, by residence area, 2006 — 2016
(Constant base soles = 2016 at prices of Metropolitan Lima)

Urban

786 792 791 793 807
730 745 759
2 705

69

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

Percentage Variation

386 3g9 394
Rural 380
347 328
»05 317
,75 291

254

8157 |15 |75l 79| (47| (61| li6| loo| |12

W (] B ] S T B )

r T

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

T T T T T 1

* Significant difference (p < 0,10). —
** Highly Significant difference (p <0.05).

*** Very highly significant difference (p <0.01).

Source: INEI - National Household Survey, 2006-2016 7

Percentage Variation



Peru: Monthly Actual Expense per Capita, by expenditure quintile, 2015 - 2016

(Constant base soles = 2016 at prices of Metropolitan Lima)

1476 1489

142015 | 2016

779 799

Quintile1 Quintile 2 Quintile3 Quintile4 Quintile5
Percentage Variation
3,7 (=%
National [SEEss
2,0 5"{-" :
SV - -~ e N = =« = xR =" =" = »" = [ 5 '_9_ ___________
e
Quintile1 Quintile 2 Quintile 3 Quintile4 Quintile 5

* Significant difference (p < 0,10).

** Highly Significant difference (p <0.05).

*** Very highly significant difference (p <0.01). 8
Source: INEI - National Household Survey, 2006-2016



Ranking of monthly expense per capita of the Departments of Peru,

Variation %
2015/2014

2015

Prov. de Lima
Moquegua

Arequipa

Prov.Const.Callao 768
Ica 758 02
Tacna 753 01
Madre de Dios 732 01
Tumbes 725

Lambayeque
La Libertad
Junin

Cusco

Regidn Lima
"""" Ancash IR
Ucayali 617 14
Piura 602 43
T sanMartin R 63 16
Huénuco 840
Puno 489
Loreto ] 483
Ayacucho | 474
Apurimac ] 471 28
Amazonas ] 459 14
Pasco ] 458 75
Cajamarca 1 432 17
Huancavelica | 415 21
National o
S/.698

by similar groups, 2015 -2016

PROVINCIA
CONSTITUCIONAL
DEL 0

Grupos

W 821-902
W 725768
. 663701
I 602- 637
I 540-563

| 458-489

| 415-432

2015

MADRE DE DIOS

* Significant difference (p < 0,10).
** Highly Significant difference (p <0.05).
*** Very highly significant difference (p <0.01).

Source: INEI - National Household Survey, 2006-2016

MADRE DE DIOS

Variaton %
2016 2016/2015
Prov. de Lima 17
Moquegua 08
T areauioa g 09
Ica 34()
Prov.Const.Callao 17
T e B o9
Lambayeque 5,9 (**)
Tumbes 23
Madre de Dios 05
La Libertad 40
Cusco 15
Regidn Lima 28
Junin <12
Ancash 10
Piura 29
San Martin 5,4 (%)
Ucayali -4,3 (*%)
Huénuco 21
Ayacucho 54(%
Puno 22
Amazonas 57()
Loreto -15
Pasco 33
Apurimac ] 466 11
Cajamarca ] 446 32
Huancavelica T 423 18
National
S/.712
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Peru: Monthly Actual Income per Capita, 2006 — 2016

(Constant base soles = 2016 at prices of Metropolitan Lima)

Variation %
2012 - 2016
11,2

A

[ |
899 906 915 918 947

831 852

801
742 759

657

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

- Percentage Variation

* Significant difference (p < 0,10).

** Highly Significant difference (p <0.05).

*** Very highly significant difference (p < 0.01). 11
Source: INEI - National Household Survey, 2006-2016



Peru: Monthly Actual Income per Capita Mensual, by residence area, 2006-2016

(Constant base soles = 2016 at prices of Metropolitan Lima)

1058 1059 1064 1063 1097

963 989 1005

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

Percentage Variation

Rural aog 440 447 447 448

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

- Significant difference (p < 0,10). Percentage Variation
** Highly Significant difference (p <0.05).

*** Very highly significant difference (p < 0.01). 12
Source: INEI - National Household Survey, 2006-2016



Peru: Monthly Actual Income per Capita, by income quintile, 2015 - 2016

(Constant base soles = 2016 at prices of Metropolitan Lima)

4 2015 m 2016
99p 1032
670 689
452 460
226 229
Quintile1 Quintile2 Quintile3 Quintile4 Quintile5
Percentage Variation
National 4,3 (-
3.2 2,9+ B
pro) ;

1'7 (**)

Quintile 1 Quintile 2 Quintile 3 Quintile 4 Quintile 5

* Significant difference (p < 0,10).

** Highly Significant difference (p < 0.0 5).

*** Very highly significant difference (p <0.01). 13
Source: INEI - National Household Survey, 2006-2016



Peru: Gini Coefficient of Income, 2006-2016

®---------- -001 |---------- °

0,50 0,50
I 0I48 i I46 045 045 044 044 044 0,44

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

Source: INEI — National Household Survey, 2006-2016. 14
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Peru: Evolution of Total Monetary Poverty Lines and Extreme Monetary Poverty, 2010-2016

(Current Soles per person)

4,2%
|
3,8% 4 ve— S/.328
Line of Total Poverty per persona 3,7%‘ ——— S/, 315 .
e S/.303 Faprz:rlsyoc:nf:
4,3% 4 wem— S/ 292 s/.1312

4,7%‘ | S/. 284
S| S/. 272

S/. 260
4’6%A e
416%A | — S/. 176
Line of Extreme Poverty per person 3,7% 4 E=—— S/.169
3,1% 4 e— 5/.161 Family of 4
5% 4 =\ S/. 155 persons
6,4% 4 Em— S/.151 s/.704
S/.134

2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 201616
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Peru: Incidence of Monetary Poverty, 2006-2016

(Percentage)
€ o e -28,4p.p. | °
7 million 304 thousand persons are no longer poor
@-—————mmm——————— = '711 P.-pP. [ ____________ °

1 million 773 thousand persons are no longer poor

264 thousand persons
are no longer poor

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

[ Poverty incidence —#— Annual percentage Difference
Low. Lim. 476 41,1 36,0 322 295 26,7 24,7 23,0 21,8 20,9 19,9
Upper Lim. 50,7 438 386 348 320 28,9 26,9 24,8 23,6 22,7 21,6

* Significant difference (p < 0,10).

** Highly Significant difference (p <0.05).

*** Very highly significant difference (p <0.01). 18
Source: INEI - National Household Survey, 2006-2016.



Peru: Incidence of Monetary Poverty, by residence area, 2006 — 2016

(Percentage)
Urban
e s -23,1p.p. {---- oo °
37’0 30.1 @ -————————— -411 p'p ——————————— ®
’ 25,4
21,3 200 180 166
’ ’ 16,1 15,3 14.5 13.9
69 4.7 41 13 -20 -1.4 -05 -08 08—+ -06 .
(***) (***) ( ) (*) (***) (*k)
2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016
= Difference in percentage point
Rural
L T e T -35,5p.p. |-----------mmmmmm - °
93 40
’ 68,8 67 ®---------- -12,3 p.p. [----- °
61,0
56,1 53’0
480 460 45, 438
- g 08| |14
53 52 EL 57 49 ':il 50 2,0
o I ) 1 el P s (0] el P [ P A
* Sianifi . 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016
ignificant difference (p < 0,10).
** Highly Significant difference (p <0.05). . . .
*** \lery highly significant difference (p <0.01). = Difference in percentage point 19
Source: INEI - National Household Survey, 2006-2016



Peru: Incidence of Monetary Poverty, geographic domains, 2015 — 2016

(Percentage)
49,0 2015 [ 2016
National
20,7 20,7%
16,6 16,1
11,0

Rural Rural Rural Urban Urban Urban Metropolitan

Highlands Jungle Coast Jungle Highlands Coast Lima 1/

Difference in percentage point
0,3 00
-1,2 -1,8 -1,7 11 22,4 (")

Rural Rural Rural Urban Jungle Urban Urban Coast Metropolitan Lima

Highlands Jungle Coast Highlands

* Significant difference (p < 0,10).

** Highly Significant difference (p <0.05).

*** Very highly significant difference (p <0.01).

1/ Includes the Constitutional Province of Callao.
Source: INEI - National Household Survey, 2006-2016.
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Peru: Groups of Departments with Monetary Poverty levels
statistically similar, 2016

YEAR GROUP DEPARTMENTS Lower Upper

1 Cajamarca, Huancavelica 43,8% 50,9%

Amazonas, Apurimac,
2 Ayacucho, Hudnuco, Loreto, 32,4% 36,1%
Pasco, Piura, Puno

Ancash, Cusco, La Libertad,

0, [))
3 San Martin 20,6% 24,7%
2016 4 Junin, Lambayeque, Tacna 14,0% 18,1%
Arequipa, Madre de Dios,
Moquegua, Provincia
5 Callao, Provincia de Lima, 9,6% 12,0%
Regidén Lima, Tumbes,
Ucayali
6 Ica 1,8% 4,3%

Porcentaie
B 438-50,9

I 32,4-36,1
20,6 - 24,7
14,0~ 18,1

9,6-12,0
1,8-4,3




Peru: Groups of Departments with Monetary Poverty leveles

statistically similar

-
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o
@
=
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M 417-517 Porcentaie

[ 333-386 ! 43,2 - 50,91)
L[| 24,8-29,0 [ 32,4-36,
[ ] 16,8-20,8 1 206-24,7
[] 98-126 ~ | 140-181
[l 67-98 9,6-12,0
B 32-67 C 1,8-4,3



Peru: Gap of Total Poverty, 2006-2016

Poverty Line or
Basic Basket of Consumption

TEAA
2

N\A

-1.4
- 2 ' 2 (**:e)
(***)

(***)

R
-1,2
(***)

SRS
-0,7

(***

-12,7 p.p.

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

* Significant difference (p < 0,10).

** Highly Significant difference (p < 0.05).

*** Very highly significant difference (p <0.01).
Source: INEI - National Household Survey, 2006-2016

2011

2012

n'l"l.'l\: . . .
D|fference in percentage point

OO

-0,4

()

5,8

2013

2014

DS EORN

5,4

2015

(***)

PEOTOeOR

5,0

2016

23



Peru: Severity of Poverty, 2006- 2016

Total Poverty Line

_ 46
55
\2
6,6 P
-1,1
v./ (***)
85
(***)
‘. _____________________
2006 2007 2008 2009

* Significant difference (p < 0,10).

** Highly Significant difference (p <0.05).

*** Very highly significant difference (p < 0.01).
Source: INEI - National Household Survey, 2006-2016

— 2,2
28 r 2 0. 0.2
r 3,2 _0,4 '(*;) (**) (***)
3’8 _0,4 (***)
-0,6 (%)
(***)
-0,8
(***)
O -L,4p.p. [~ """
————————— -6,7p.p. [~ mmmmmmmmomoomommoooooe
2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015

— 20— 1,8
-0,2

2016
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Peru: Incidence of Extreme Poverty, 2006-2016

L TNY—. -10,0p.p. |-----mmm o °

2 million 688 thousand people are no longer extreme poor

13,8

- -2,5p.p. |----------- -e

693 thousand people are no longer extreme poor

9,5 70 thousand people

are no longer extreme
poor

A
6,0 [ |

4,7

7,6

6,3

43 41 34
13 04 o2,

' ) .
T

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

-0,3

-1,4 -1,3

-1,9

(***)

(**%)

-— Difference in percentage point

* Significant difference (p < 0,10).

** Highly Significant difference (p <0.05).

*** Very highly significant difference (p <0.01).
Source: INEI - National Household Survey, 2006-2016



Peru: Incidence of the Extreme Monetary Poverty, by residence area, 2006 — 2016

(Porcentaje)

4,0 [Ap——— -0,5p.p. |------_-o
29 27

20 19

I T T

1400 14 04 1,000 1,000 1,001 0,9
g ol 1 1 T(-*'s i | 1 s i PI | i
20067 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

== Difference in percentage point

Rural
38,1 ® - mmoooooo -249p.p. b e
32,7 324
29,8 ®------- -7,3p.p. |------- e
23,8
20,5 197
16,0
146 139 13,
03 - g -038 -14 0,7 0,7
.5,4 276 '6,0 3,3 '3,7
A‘/ *\ﬂ—, ek ok *)
) (] (R Y S () ()
* Sianificat di 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016
ignificat difference (p < 0,10).
*x nghly Significant difference (p< 0.0 5) — Difference in percentage point
*** Very highly significant difference (p <0.01).

Source: INEI - National Household Survey, 2006-2016 27



Peru: Extreme Poverty by groups of departments statistically

similar
YEAR | GROUP DEPARTMENTS | Lower | Upper
1 Cajamarca 16,6% 23,9%
Amazonas, Ayacucho
2 zonas, Ayacleho, 8,8% 12,3%

Huancavelica

Apurimac, Hudnuco, La

3 Libertad, Loreto, Pasco, Piura, 5,6% 7,4%
Puno, San Martin

Ancash, Cusco, Junin,
Lambayeque, Ucayali
Arequipa, Ica, Madre de Dios,
Moquegua, Prov. Callao, Prov.
Lima, Regidén Lima, Tacna,
Tumbes

2015
2,2% 3,7%

0,2% 0,6%

YEAR GROUP DEPARTMENTS Lower Upper

1 Cajamarca 16,6% 23,3%
Amazonas, Ayacucho,
2 Huancavelica, Huanuco, Loreto, 7,7% 9,8%
Pasco, Puno coai’s?ﬁifﬁip‘w

Ancash, Apurimac, La Libertad

. » APUNMAC, ’ 3.9% 5,7%
Piura, San Martin PROVICI
Cusco, Junin, Lambayeque,
Ucayali
Arequipa, Ica, Madre de Dios,
Moquegua, Prov. Callao, Prov.

. S 0,1% 0,4% !
Lima, Region Lima, Tacna, Porcentaje

Tumbes B 16,6-233
[ 77-928

[ 39-57

1,3- 2,5

1 01-04

2016
1,3% 2,5%

Source National Institute of Statistics and Informatics - National Household Survey , 2015-2016.
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Peru: Population in households with access to basic services,
By poverty condition, 2015 - 2016

(Percentage)
Water supply by public ? Sanitary facilities by ¢ Electric lighting by
I . I L]
network ! public network ! public network
837 863 87,5 89,3 | | 94,2 94,5 96,6 97,0
: 74,8 | ! 85,4 84,9
700 " " I 76,2 76,7
| 68,5 69,4 !
1 1
1 1
1 1
X 40,6 41,3 !
I :
1 1
1 1
1 1
1 1
1 1
| — | L] | I— 1 1
2016 2016 2016 I 2016 2016 2016 1 2015 2016 2015 2016 2015 2016
2015 2016 2015 2016 2015 2016 : 2015 2016 2015 2016 2015 2016 : 2015 2016 2015 2016 2015 2016
Total Poor Not poor h Total Poor Notpoor | Total Poor Not poor
: o
< ’ $ <
4’8 (***)
2'6 (***)
1,807 0,9 () 07
’ 0,5 0’3 0’4 (**)
Total Poor Not Poor Total Poor Not Poor -0,5

Total Poor Not Poor

* Significant difference (p < 0,10).

** Highly Significant difference (p < 0.05).

*** Very highly significant difference (p <0.01). 30
Source: INEI - National Household Survey, 2006-2016



Peru: Population aged 15 and more years old by educational level achieved,
By conditions of poverty, 2015 - 2016

(Percentage)

Elementary educational level 1/ o Highschool educational level ~ ®  syperior educational level
1 1
1 1
51,3 51,9 ! !
i 43,1 42,0 41,6 41,7 43,4 42,1 i 32,3 33,8
! 1 27,7 29,0
29,2 29,0 - |
24,3 24,2 ! :
: :
1 : 711 6,4
1
1 1
: | I
2015 2016 2015 2016 2015 2016 | 2015 2016 2015 2016 2015 2016 | 2015 2016 2015 2016 2015 2016
Total Poor Not poor : Total Poor Not poor : Total Poor Not poor
: :
1 1
1 1
' ) . ) '
Difference in percentage pointl Difference in percentage point Difference in percentage point
06 0.1 1,3(***) 1,5(+*%)
] e -
-0,2 0,1 -0,7
-1,1(+*¥) -1,3(**%) ’
Total Poor Not Poor Total Poor Not Poor Total Poor Not Poor

* Significant difference (p < 0,10).

** Highly Significant difference (p < 0.05).

*** Very highly significant difference (p <0.01).

1/ Includes those that have early childhood education or that do 31
not have any educational level.

Source: INEI - National Household Survey, 2006-2016



Peru: Population by ethnic self-identification and illiterate population, by

conditions of poverty, 2015 - 2016

(Percentage)
Population of Quechua, Aymara origin, llliterate Population of
Jungle Native or Afro-Peruvian ° 15 years old and more
|
|
30,1 287 ! 13,5 131
I
|
21,8 20,7 :
1
' 60 59
| | ‘ 43 44
|
1
I
2015 2016 2015 2016 : 2015 2016 2015 2016 2015 2016
Total Poverty Poor | Total Poor Not poor
Quechua, aymara, Jungle |
Native or Afro-Peruvian |
5 ‘ L
Difference in percentage point Difference in percentage point
0,1
T e——— e
-0,1 -
'1,1 (**) -1’4 (*) 0I4
Total Poor Total Poor Not Poor
* Significant difference (p < 0,10).
** Highly Significant difference (p <0.05).
*** Very highly significant difference (p <0.01). 32

Source: INEI - National Household Survey, 2006-2016



Peru: Employed population by branch of activity and condition of poverty, 2016

(Percentage)

National
30,7 27.6 Ndtionadl

18,5

Services 1/  Agriculture/ Trade Manufacturing Transportation  Construction
Fishing/Mining & Communications
58,4
‘ Poor Not Poor

Agricutture/  Servicesl/  Trade Manufacturing Construction Transportation Senicesl/  Agricuture/  Trade — Manufacturing Transportation Construction
Fishing/Mining & Communications Fishing/Mining & Communications

1/ Comprises activities such as: Gas and electricity Services, Restaurants and Hotels, financial intermediation, Public Sector, Health, Education, etc.
Source: INEI- National Household Survey, 2016 33



Peru: Employed population by formality in the employment and condition of poverty,

2016

(Percentage)

National Poor

Formal
Employment
6,6

/"Iéormal
" Employmen
28,0

Informal
Employment
72,0

Informal

Employment
93,4

Source: INEI- National Household Survey, 2016

[ Employmen

Not Poor

Y.

Formal

31,9 Informal

Employment
68,1

34



Peru: Population in poor households according to characteristics,

With at least a child under 12

years old
2&32&9
21,8 20,7
11,3 10,9
2015 2016 2015 2016 2015 2016
Total With at least Without
1 child children

\ 4

Difference in percentage point

— J— -0,4

’

"Ll -1,4 (4

* Significant difference (p < 0,10).

** Highly Significant difference (p <0.05).

*** Very highly significant difference (p <0.01).
Source: INEI - National Household Survey, 2006-2016

2015-2016
(Percentage)

With at least an older adult

21,8 22,5 21.1
1% 20,7 19,4 19,6 ’
2015 2016 2015 2016 2015 2016
Total With at least one Without older adult
older adult

$

Difference in percentage point

0,2

T o

'111 (**) -1’4 (**%)

35



Peru: Population in poor households according to characteristics , 2015-2016

(Percentage)
According to Head of Household With some disability
22,5 22,4 24,3
21,8 79,7 19,3 ’ ’ 21,8 39,7 22,3 21,4 395
15,4

2015 2016 2015 2016 2015 2016 2015 2016 2015 2016 2015 2016

Total Woman Head of Man Head of Total With at least one Without members

Household Household member with with disability
disability
Difference in percentage point Difference in percentage point

— . -0,1 EEE - *

-1,1(*%) 1,1 (**) 20 09 (%

-3,9 (***)

* Significant difference (p < 0,10).

** Highly Significant difference (p < 0.05).

*** Very highly significant difference (p <0.01).
Source: INEI - National Household Survey, 2006-2016
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Peru: Evolution of Poverty by Unsatisfied Basic Needs, 2006-2016

(Percentage)

2016

50,0 -

40,0 -
31,5 30,3 28,9

100 | 258 23,9 23,3
21,6 20,3 19,7 19,4 18,7

20,0 - —_—

10,0 -

0'0 T T T T T T T T T T 1
2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

Differences in

. Difference

ercentage

ng_ . -1,2 -1,4 2,1 -2,9 -0,6 -1,7 -1,3 -0,6 -0,3 -0,7 %';Oplﬁ
En portanisg
ez
[ 384 -
[ 233 . 1
[ 1a - 184
B Yo - 88

Source: INEI - National Household Survey, 2006-2016.
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National Census
are already underway
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Call Center: 0BDO 44 070
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