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The new global Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs), agreed to by governments of
the world in 2015, present an unprecedented opportunity for social progress for the new
generation of children and young people (UNICEF and Global Coalition to End Child
Poverty 2017). Goal 1 calls for Breducing at least by half the proportion of men, women
and children of all ages living in poverty in all its dimensions according to national
definitions^ (Target 1.2) by 2030 (United Nations 2015). The wording of Target 1.2 is
significant because for the first time a global poverty goal includes children explicitly
and recognizes the multidimensional nature of poverty. It is also the first time that a
global poverty goal applies equally to rich and poor countries and refers explicitly to
national definitions.

While child poverty is still often measured as the share of children living in income-
or consumption-poor households (Cantillon et al. 2017; Davis et al. 2016), it is by now
widely recognized that household-based monetary metrics do not capture what it means
for a child to be poor (Main and Bradshaw 2016). The equivalence scales used to adjust
for household size and composition make assumptions about children’s share of
household resources (Roelen and Gassmann 2008), but in practice we know little about
intra-household resource allocation, and children may not participate or have much say
in decisions about how resources are allocated (Feeny and Boyden 2004; Main 2017).
Moreover, monetary resources alone are insufficient to fulfil all of children’s needs
because some of the goods and services that are of importance for child development
do not always have competitive markets (e.g. health, education, water and sanitation) or
any markets at all (e.g. protection from violence) (Chzhen and Ferrone 2017).
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Although research on multidimensional child poverty has taken off in recent years,
there is no global child-specific estimate of the number of multidimensionally poor
children (UNICEF and Global Coalition to End Child Poverty 2017) as the estimates of
Gordon et al. (2003) are only for developing countries. Nor is there consensus around a
common conceptual or normative framework for measuring multidimensional child
poverty. This Special Issue helps to fill these gaps by providing regional and national
estimates of multidimensional child poverty across a diverse range of low-, middle- and
high-income countries. It includes five studies that use a versatile Multiple Overlapping
Deprivation Analysis (MODA) methodology developed by the UNICEF Office of
Research (de Neubourg et al. 2012) that has a strong normative element and can be
flexibly applied to different contexts. It also includes a study on multidimensional child
poverty in the European Union (EU). Both MODA and the EU paper draw on
Townsend’s theory of Relative Deprivation. However, the EU paper adopts a socio-
logical Consensual Deprivation approach whereas MODA is rooted in the children’s
rights framework which puts the child at the centre of analysis. All six papers define
indicators and dimensions of child poverty using mainly child-specific items, although
a few, such as housing quality, are measured at the level of the household. MODA and
Consensual Deprivation methods can be adapted to both national and cross-country
comparative contexts. Three of the studies in this Special Issue report the results of
national MODA studies and three focus on cross-country comparisons.

Marlous de Milliano and Ilze Plavgo estimate the number of multidimensionally
poor children in thirty Sub-Saharan African countries, using comparable data and
similar definitions of poverty. Their paper illustrates how one can define dimensions
and indicators at a regional level to obtain comparable, cross-country and regional
estimates of child multidimensional poverty, an approach that would be of interest to
regional political and economic bodies such as the African Union. Lucia Ferrone and
Marlous de Milliano then present the results of national MODA studies in three of
these countries – Mali, Malawi and Tanzania – reflecting on the different consultative
processes that led to the adoption of indicators and dimensions of poverty tailored to the
local contexts. Lucia Ferrone and Yekaterina Chzhen provide a similar analysis for
two middle-income countries – Armenia and Bosnia and Herzegovina – simulating
alternative strategies for halving the multidimensional child poverty rate in order to
achieve the SDG Target 1.2. Meanwhile, Kolbeinn Stefánsson, Lovísa Arnardóttir
and Anton Örn Karlsson analyse the impact of the Great Recession on multidimen-
sional child poverty in Iceland using data from the ad-hoc material deprivation modules
from the European Union Statistics on Income and Living Conditions (EU-SILC) 2009
and 2014. It is the first national MODA study in a high-income country, resulting from
a collaboration between UNICEF Iceland and Statistics Iceland. Taken together, these
three papers illustrate how the MODA approach can be ‘domesticated’ in very different
settings to reflect national values about child multidimensional poverty. Anne-
Catherine Guio, David Gordon, Eric Marlier, Hector Najera and Marco Pomati propose
a new multidimensional measure of child material and social deprivation (MSD) for the
28 EU member states which includes age appropriate child-specific information from
the EU-SILC. They adapt the UK Poverty and Social Exclusion project methodology to
produce a suitable, valid, reliable and additive index which produces comparable
results in each country. Finally, Yekaterina Chzhen, Zlata Bruckauf, Emilia
Toczydlowska, Frank Elgar, Concepcion Moreno-Maldonado, Gonneke Stevens,

708 Y. Chzhen et al.



Dagmar Sigmundová and Geneviève Gariepy apply the MODA methodology to 37
European countries and Canada using data on adolescents aged 11, 13 and 15 from the
2013/14 Health Behaviour in School-aged Children survey. They focus on non-mate-
rial, relational aspects of deprivation, finding higher rates of multidimensional poverty
among girls than boys in the majority of the countries studied. The importance of this
analysis is its focus on adolescents, and the definition of dimensions and indicators that
capture key components of their well-being (e.g. mental health; protection from peer
violence).

Together these articles provide a set of examples for researchers and state parties on
how to approach the measurement and monitoring of child multidimensional poverty as
part of their commitment towards SDG Target 1.2.
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