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Income and Living Conditions Survey, 2020

The share of the highest quintile was 47.5% of the total income

The income information regarding the Income and Living Conditions Survey 2020 results refers to the year 2019, the
previous calendar year. In the calculation of income, the household’s income is converted into the equivalent household
disposable income by taking into account the size and composition of the household.

According to survey results, the share of the top quintile by the equivalised household disposable income was 47.5%
recording an increase of 1.2 points whilst the share of the bottom quintile was 5.9% with a decrease of 0.3 points in
comparison with the previous year.

Distribution of annual equivalised household disposable income by ordered quintiles (%), 2011-2020

Survey year 201 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020
Income reference year 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019
Total 1000 1000 10DO0 1000 1000 1000 10D.0 1000 1000 1000
First guintile (The battam) 58 59 B.1 B.2 B.1 B2 6.3 5.1 5.2 549
Second guintile 106 10.6 107 10.9 107 106 107 106 109 10.6
Third guintile 152 153 152 153 15.2 15.0 148 148 152 14.9
Fourth quintile 217 2.7 21.4 217 2148 211 2049 2049 214 211
Last guintile (The top) 46.7 466 466 4549 455 47 2 47 4 47 B 463 47 .5

Figures in table may not add up to totals due to rounding.
Gini coefficient was 0.410

Gini coefficient one of the measures of income inequality varies between 0, which reflects complete equality and 1, which
indicates complete inequality. According to 2020 results, Gini coefficient was estimated at 0.410 with an increase of 0.015
points compared with the previous year. S80/S20 ratio calculated as the ratio of total income received by the richest 20%
of the population to that received by the poorest 20% of the population increased from 7.4 to 8.0, while the S90/S10 ratio,
which is calculated as the ratio of total income received by the richest 10% of the population to that received by the
poorest 10% of the population increased from 13.0 to 14.6.

Income distribution indicators by equivalised household disposable income, 2011-2020

Survey year 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2015 2019 2020
Income reference year 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2015
SE0/S20 ratio g.0 g.0 I 7.4 7B I 7.h 7.8 74 g.0
S90/510 ratio 14.4 14.2 136 126 13.3 136 13.4 137 13.0 146
Gini coefiicient 0404 0402 0400 0391 039 0404 0405 04058 0395 0410

Mean annual household disposable income was 69 thousand 349 TL

The mean annual household disposable income was 69 thousand 349 TL in 2020 with an increase of 15.8% compared to
last year in Turkey.

Mean annual household disposable income and change compared to the previous year, 2011-2020

Survey year 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020
Income reference year 2010 2011 202 203 2014 2015 2016 2M7 205 2M9
Mean annual household disposable income (TL) 24343 26577 29479 32000 36039 41399 46131 51374 59873 B9 349
Change compared to the previous year (%) 10.3 9.2 109 3.6 126 149 11.4 11.4 16.5 15.8
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Mean annual equivalised household disposable income was 33 thousand 428 TL

In Turkey, the mean annual equivalised household disposable income increased by 17.2% compared to the previous year
from 28 thousand 522 TL to 33 thousand 428 TL.

Mean annual equivalised household disposable income and change compared to the previous year, 2011-2020

Survey year 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020
Incorme reference year 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019
Mean annual equivalised household disposable income (TL) 10774 11853 13250 14553 16515 19138 21577 24183 28522 33428
Change compared to the previous year (%) 107 101 1.7 9.8 135 15.9 127 122 17.9 172

One person households had the highest mean annual equivalised household disposable income

According to the household type, the highest mean annual equivalised household disposable income observed among the
one person households with 42 thousand 712 TL with an increase of 5 thousand 450 TL compared to last year. The mean
annual equivalised household disposable income of the multi-person no-family households 38 thousand 141 TL while this
income of the one-family households was 34 thousand 577 TL. The household type with the lowest mean annual equivalised
disposable income was extended-family households with 25 thousand 889 TL.

Mean annual equivalised household disposable income by household type (TL), 2019, 2020

TL
SRE 42 712
A0000 - a7 262 24 577 35 141
30000 -
20000 -
10000 -

Total COne person household  One-family households Extended-family Mutti-person no-family
househalds househalds

. . . ] =015 m2020
Reference period of income is the previous calendar year.

Wages and salaries held the highest proportion of total income with 47.1%

The ratio of wage and salaries got the highest rate with 47.1% of total equivalised household disposable income with an
increase of 0.4 points compared with the previous year. This was followed by social transfers 21.8% with a decrease
0.1 points and the entrepreneurial incomes 17.7% without change compared to 2019.

The share of agricultural income in the entrepreneurial income was realized as 20.9% by decreasing 1.7 points compared
to 2019. Pensions and survivors' benefits composed 91.7% of social transfers with a decrease of 0.1 points compared to
previous year.

Distribution of annual income by types of income (%), 2019, 2020 Percentage point changes
according to types of income, 2019, 2020

® Wage and salary _ 0.4

2019 2020

Casual 0.1
m Entrepreneurial 0.0
= Rental income 0.1 1N
Property income 0.0
Social transfers 01
# Inter-household 0.0
transfers (Received)
o7 Other incomes 0.o
-D',2 0.0 El,|2 D.'A D,'B

Reference period of income is the previous calendar year.



Higher education graduates had the highest mean annual income at main job with
63 thousand 085 TL

Mean annual income at main job was calculated as 63 thousand 085 TL for higher education graduates,
41 thousand 855 TL for high or equivalent school graduates, 32 thousand 838 TL for those with less than high school
education 22 thousand 936 TL for those who do not graduate from a school and 16 thousand 785 TL for illiterate individuals.
In 2020, compared to 2019, the highest increase in income at main job was observed in the literate with no degree
individuals with 25.5% and the lowest increase was in illiterate individuals with 18.8%.

Mean annual income at main job by education status (TL), 2019, 2020

Total Male Female

Percentage Percentage Percentage

Level of education 2019 2020 change 2019 2020 change 2019 2020 change
Total 34733 43118 241 37 072 45 648 23.1 28 214 35 828 27.0
llliterate 14129 16 785 18.8 17 305 21165 223 11 852 13 475 13.7
Literate with no degree 18 279 22 936 25.5 20 506 24 917 215 13 576 18 765 38.2
Less than high school 26 833 32 838 224 29 149 35 263 21.0 17 431 22137 27.0
High school or equivalent 34115 41 855 22.7 36 678 44 480 213 25 049 32114 28.2
Higher education 51 888 63 085 21.6 57 848 70 639 221 42 238 50 788 20.2

Reference period ofincomes is the previous calendar year.
Construction sector held the highest increase of total income with 31.0%

When the mean annual income at main job are analyzed in branch of economic activity; it was observed that the highest
mean annual income was in the service sector with 46 thousand 034 TL and the lowest mean annual income was in the
agriculture sector with 25 thousand 263 TL. Compared to the previous year; the highest increase in mean annual income
was observed in the construction sector with 31.0%, followed by the industrial sector with 26.1%. On the other hand, an
increase of 23.9% was observed in the service sector and 15.8% in the agricultural sector.

Mean annual income at main job by branch Percentage change of mean annual income at
of economic activity (TL), 2019, 2020 main job by branch of economic activity (%), 2019, 2020
34 733
Total
Total 43 118
Agriculture Agriculture
35 174
Indust
RS 44 355 %
. 37 236 :
Caonstruction
Construction 49 997
: 37 169 ,
Service
Service 48 034
= 2018 = 2020 m Change in 2020 compared to 2019 (%)

Reference period of incomes is the previous calendar year.
Employers had the highest mean annual income at main job with 125 thousand 698 TL

Mean annual income at main job was 125 thousand 698 TL for employers, 42 thousand 006 TL for regular employees,
33 thousand 207 TL for self employed workers and 17 thousand 577 TL for casual employees. Compared to the previous
year, the highest increase was in employers with 31.6% and the lowest increase was in casual employed workers with
19.0%.

Mean annual income at main job by employment status (TL), 2019, 2020

Total Male Female

Percentage Percentage Percentage

Employment status 2019 2020 change 2019 2020 change 2019 2020 change
Total 34733 43 118 241 37 072 45 648 231 28 214 35828 27.0
Regular employee 34 286 42 006 22.5 36 167 43 974 216 29 968 37 392 248
Casual employee 14769 17 577 19.0 16 784 19434 15.8 9033 10 572 17.0
Employer 95495 125698 31.6 97 244 127 908 315 80893 105767 30.7
Self employed 27 127 33 207 22.4 29 116 35 255 211 16 425 21516 31.0

Reference period of incomes is the previous calendar year.



Relative poverty rate was 15.0%

The people having incomes below a specified line compared to the general population is defined to be the poor in a relative
meaning. The at-risk-of-poverty-rate according to poverty threshold set at 50% of median equivalised household disposable
income was 15.0% with an increase of 0.6 points compared to 2019. As for the at-risk-of-poverty-rate according to poverty
threshold set at 60% of median equivalised household disposable income, it was 21.9% with an increase of 0.6 points in
comparison with the previous year.

Poverty rate by equivalised household disposable income (%), 2011-2020

Survey year 2011 2m2 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020
Income reference year 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 205 2016 2017 2018 208
40% of the median equivalized income 10.1 10.0 9:1 8.7 8.7 8.4 7.4 7.9 8.3 8.9
50% of the median equivalised incame 16.1 16.3 15.0 15.0 147 14.3 13.5 13.9 14.4 15.0
B0% of the median equivalized income 229 27 224 218 219 M2 2041 M2 213 24
70% of the median equivalised income 30.0 a0.2 29.5 29.4 29.5 28.7 28.1 28.5 28.45 23.0

The at-risk-of-poverty-rate according to the poverty threshold set at 40% of median equivalised household disposable
income was 8.9% with an increase of 0.6 points compared to the previous year and poverty threshold set at 70% of median
equivalised household disposable income was 29.0% with an increase of 0.5 points.

Multi-person no-family households had the lowest poverty rate

Considering poverty rates according to poverty threshold set at 50% of median equivalised household disposable income
in terms of household types, at-risk-of-poverty-rate of multi-person no-family households was 9.5% with an increase of 0.3
points, one person households was 10.9% with an increase of 1.7 points, extended family households was 18.4% with an
increase of 0.2 points and one-family households was 14.5% with an increase of 0.7 points compared to the previous year.

Poverty rate by 50% of median equivalised household Poverty rate by 60% of median equivalised household
income and household type (%), 2019, 2020 income and household type (%), 2019, 2020
30 30 277 274

20 182 184

One person One-family Extended-family  Mutti-person no- One person One-family Extended-family  Mutlti-person no-
household households households  family households household households households  family households
=2019 w2020 =2019 w2020

Reference period of incomes is the previous calendar year.
26.7% of illiterates and 3.2% of higher education graduates were poor

In terms of the at-risk-of-poverty-rate according to poverty threshold set at 50% of median equivalised household disposable
income, 26.7% of illiterates and 25.7% of literates with no degree were poor. The figures for less than high school and high
school graduates were 14.0% and 8.3% respectively. Higher education graduates were the group with the lowest poverty
rate with 3.2%.

Poverty rate by education status (%), 2019, 2020

L]
30 fe 5.1 2B.7 25 7
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Iliterate Literate with no degree Less than high school  High school ar equivalent Higher education

m2019 w2020
Reference period of incomes is the previous calendar year.



Severe material deprivation rate was 27.4%

Material deprivation reflects to perception of households about inability to pay unexpected financial expenses, one week's
annual holiday away from home, mortgage or rent payments, a meal with meat, chicken, fish every second day and heating
home adequately warm and the ownership of a washing machine, a color TV, a telephone and a car.

The severe material deprivation rate defined as the rate of people faced with the enforced inability to afford at least four of
the above-mentioned items increased from 26.3% in 2019 to 27.4% in 2020.

Material deprivation rate and percentage point change compared to the previous year, 2016-2020
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Persistent at-risk-of-poverty-rate was 13.7%

The persistent at-risk-of-poverty rate shows the percentage of the population living in households where the equivalised
disposable income was below the at-risk-of-poverty threshold set at 60% of median equivalised household income for the
current year and for at least two out of the preceding three years. In 2020 the persistent at-risk-of-poverty-rate was 13.7%
with an increase of 1.0 point in comparison with the previous year.

Persistent at-risk-of-poverty-rate by 60% of median equivalised household income and percentage point change
compared to the previous year, 2016-2020
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The share of people living in their own dwellings was 57.8%

In 2020, the proportion of the population living in their own dwellings decreased by 1.0 point compared to the previous year,
it was calculated as 57.8% while the share of those living in rented house was 26.2%, the share of those living in lodging
was 1.2% and the share of those who did not pay rent despite not living in their own dwellings was 14.7%.

Tenure status (%) 2019, 2020 Percentage point changes of
tenure status 2019, 2020
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Inability of heating due to isolation was the most common housing and environmental problem

According to the 2020 results 36.7% of the non-institutional population had heating problem due to isolation. This ratio was
calculated 34.7% for population faced with problems in their dwellings such as leaking roof, damp walls/floors/foundation,
rot in window frames/floors and 22.6% for population had pollution, grime due to traffic/industry or other environmental
problems.

Housing and environmental problems, (%), 2019, 2020
Crirme violence or vandalism intensively in the area
Pollution, grime due to traffic/industry or other environmental problems
Moige from neighbours ar from the street

Rooms: too dark or not enough light

[nability of heating the dwelling due to isclation 35.?39'3
Leaking roof, damp walls, floars or foundation, or rot in wind ow frames of floor and etc. 369
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The percentage of people having installments or loans was 58.3%

58.3% of the population had installments or loans (other than mortgage -for the main dwelling- and housing cost),
12.8 points less than last year. While these payments did not burden at all to 7.0% of the population, it was a heavy burden
to 18.8%. 59.3% of the households reported that they cannot afford paying for one week annual holiday away from home,
37.3% of them cannot afford a meal with meat, chicken or fish every second day, 32.2% of them cannot afford unexpected
financial expenses, 20.3% of them cannot afford keeping home adequately warm and 58.0% of them cannot afford replacing
worn furniture.

Specified living conditions indicators, 2019, 2020

Installments or loans (%)
(Other than moartgage -for the main

dwelling- and housing cost) Housing costs (%)
2019 2020 2013 2020
A heavy burden 19.0 18.8 14.1 13.3
A slight burden 425 325 54.3 57.7
Mot burden at all 9.6 7.0 31k 230
Haven't any installmentiloan 285 4.7 - -

The next release on this subject will be on June 22, 2021.



