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Measurement of Equivalence Scales for Children
Terukazu Suruga**

Equivalence scales provide a way to meaningfully compare welfare level across households
with different demographic compositions. This paper tries to estimate equivalence scales of
child using Japanese cross-sectional data. This paper applies three methods to estimate
child costs, namely, Prais-Houthakker model, Engel’s food share method and Rothbarth’s
adult good method. The cost of a child is estimated from 0.15 to 0.3 relative to that of a
married couple by Prais-Houthakker model, 0.35 and 0.40 by Engel’s food share method, and
0.15 and 0.13 by Rothbarth’s adult good method.
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RENLRBEDOT =5, 107 =8V -3, BEEETRLEITY — Loz b DT
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Equivalence Scalelz & 2 F#tOBADEHE 225

FHOERCHRFRR b FHOBRACHELXE5 2 5, B (191) TELHTw3 X1,
— B R FHOER E & IS FHRHOBMIIZ L EERAICH 5. Singh-Nagar (1973), Muell-
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WLTFHRE2SEL T RHLE Y, Lhl, I TREFT—F TRETOER LRERKR
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NiEFF->TWw3,
HERCHER L BE e o 7 VEISUE, RO2DTH 5.

(2) W§=X$/E*=di+biln K* i=1,---,n—1
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Fits (PH) 0.156 0.180 0.243
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