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Abstract: Working poverty has emerged as a persistent socio-economic paradox: employment no longer guarantees protection
against poverty. Over recent decades, the concepts of the “working poor” and “in-work poverty”” have gained increasing attention
in academic and policy debates. Despite this growing interest, the field remains fragmented in terms of definitions, theoretical
frameworks, and empirical focus. This study aims to map and systematize the global research landscape on working poverty.
Specifically, it seeks to identify publication trends, key contributors, collaboration patterns, and dominant research themes. The
study applies a bibliometric analysis of publications indexed in the Scopus database over the period 1978-2025 using the
keywords “working poor” and “in-work poverty” in titles. After manual screening for relevance of the titles and abstracts, a final
sample of 169 publications was selected. The analysis employs VOSviewer software to examine co-authorship, citation, co-
citation, bibliographic coupling, and keyword co-occurrence networks. Additional indicators such as publication year, subject
area, country, institutional affiliation, and funding sources are also analyzed. The findings reveal a significant increase in
scholarly attention after 2015, indicating renewed interest in the topic. Research is geographically concentrated, with the United
States leading among individual countries, while European countries collectively contribute the largest share. The field is
dominated by Social Sciences and Economics, with journal articles as the primary publication format. Collaboration networks
among authors and institutions remain relatively fragmented, suggesting limited integration within the field. Highly cited studies
emphasize the role of welfare regimes, social transfers, and labour market structures in shaping in-work poverty risks. The results
demonstrate a shift from wage-centered explanations toward multidimensional and institutional perspectives. Overall, working
poverty emerges as a structurally embedded phenomenon influenced by labour markets, welfare systems, and household dynamics.
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* * * * * *

INTRODUCTION

The “working poor” phenomenon has been the topic of scientific research around the world for at least several decades
now, but most probably started much later than this category of employed persons actually emerged. The working poor
represent a specific category of people who generally struggle to provide the same standard of living as other employed
persons in the same socio-economic and geographic environment (country), regardless of the fact that they are engaged in
some type of paid labour (in many cases fulltime, but not always). Whether a person is considered poor or not is vastly
subjective and highly depends on local standards — a person who is considered poor in one country/region can be regarded
as middle-class or even rich in another country or region. Therefore, being poor, including working poor, is a matter of
local (to the country) poverty standards. The other issue that arises regarding the term is its first part — “working”: paid jobs
differ significantly, including the daily/weekly/monthly hours they are practiced. Thus a huge difference is observed among
people who are considered working — some are part-time employed (e.g. 4 hours per day), others are full-time employed
(normally — 8 hours per day or 40 hours per week). Given that part-time employees are going to be paid (in all other
circumstances) less than what full-time employees get for the same job. Another common issue in defining “working”
people are seasonal workers, who are normally employed full-time (and often extra-time), but only for a certain period
throughout the year. The most problematic group of working people, however, is that of full-time workers who meet the
local definitions of poor, mostly because their salary is low for various reasons, and not because they work less.
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Various definitions of the working poor persons exist: The United States Bureau of Labor Statistics (2021), for
example, defines the working poor as individuals who have spent at least 27 weeks in the labor force (either working or
looking for work) but whose incomes still fall below the official poverty level. The European Union (EU) definition of the
term working poor states that those are individuals whose equivalised yearly disposable income is below 60% of the
national household median income level (Eurofound, 2026). According to Filandri & Struffolino (2019) two definitions of
the working exist in literature: one that regards the working poor as low-paid workers, i.e. workers whose income is below
a given threshold of the country median, and 2) one that regards the working poor as individuals who live in households
with a total income below a given threshold of the country median. We believe, that the second approach to defining the
working poor is relatively more precise, since the salary alone does not guarantee an employed person that they will not be
poor — it depends on the household that salary is shared with. Therefore our understanding of the term matches with the one
stating that working poor are individuals who work, but in the same time live in households whose total disposable income
is below 60% of the median income of the country (Fraser et al., 2011; Pefia-Casas & Latta, 2004). According to Lohmann
(2005) low wage itself does not necessarily result in working poverty, since other sources of income could prevent a
household of falling below the set poverty threshold. Therefore, low-wage work is not always the main cause of being poor.

Beyond definitional approaches, the concept of working poverty has been interpreted through several theoretical
perspectives in the scientific literature. One influential framework is labor market segmentation theory, which argues that
the labor market is divided into primary and secondary segments, with the latter characterized by low wages, instability,
and limited opportunities for upward mobility. From this perspective, working poverty is understood as a structural
outcome of the organization of labor markets rather than merely an individual condition (Piore, 1979; Reich et al., 1973).

In contrast, human capital theory explains working poverty primarily through individual characteristics such as
education, skills, and work experience, suggesting that lower productivity leads to lower wages and a higher risk of poverty
(Becker, 1964). However, this perspective has been increasingly criticized for overlooking structural constraints, as
empirical evidence shows that even individuals with stable employment and adequate skills may experience poverty due to
low pay or limited working hours (Brady et al., 2010). A further important approach emphasizes the role of institutions and
welfare state arrangements. According to this perspective, the incidence of working poverty is shaped by minimum wage
regulations, labor market policies, and tax-benefit systems, with more redistributive welfare regimes generally associated
with lower levels of in-work poverty (Lohmann & Marx, 2008; Fraser et al., 2011).

Finally, household-based approaches conceptualize working poverty as a phenomenon that cannot be fully understood
at the individual level alone. Instead, poverty status depends on household composition, the number of dependents, and the
distribution of income within the household. This perspective highlights that low wages do not automatically result in
poverty, and conversely, that even adequate wages may be insufficient in households with high dependency ratios (Nolan
& Marx, 2000; Filandri & Struffolino, 2019). These perspectives reflect broader debates in the literature, particularly
regarding the relative importance of individual versus structural factors, as well as the extent to which working poverty
should be analyzed at the level of the labor market or the household. The lack of a single, unified theoretical framework
remains a defining feature of the field (Brady et al., 2010; Crettaz, 2013).

Some of the first studies on the topic of the working poor date back to the 1960s and the early 1970s, while some
authors (Liu, 2022) suggest that a 1965 study titled The Working Poor can be considered the first (Wachtel, 1965) that
contains “working poor” in its title. Initially, scientific research on the topic was scarce, while at the beginning of the 1990s
a considerable rise of the number of studies was recorded (Figure 1).
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Figure 1. Working poor research in the literature. (Source: Based on Liu, 2022)

Number of studies

The first decade of the period - from 1965 to 1975 is considered the initial period, when researchers actually became more
interested in the working poor phenomenon, focusing mostly on the relationship between poverty and wages in the labor
market (Liu, 2022). Until the 1990s, the topic was mostly studied in the USA, and it was only then that it became a research
topic in Europe. Initially, working poverty was ignored compared to traditional types of poverty, related to unemployment,
disability, homelessness, etc. (Duggan, 1969). The early research on the working poor phenomenon showed that it affects full-
time, but mostly low-paid workers (Miller, 1970; Wachtel & Betsey, 1972; Bluestone et al., 1973; Jacobson, 1975; Van Til
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1975; Abbott, 1980). As research on the working poor phenomenon developed, it became clear that poverty was not strictly
related to unemployed people alone, and that many people defined as poor were wage-earners (Ross, 1981; Klein & Rones,
1989). According to Liu (2022) the period between 1976 and 1990 can be defined as question-oriented one, when studies
focused on questions regarding the profile of the working poor, and the main reasons behind the existence of working poverty.
Further on, other aspects of working poverty began to be highlighted in scientific research, such as social security access,
childcare for low-income working families, etc. (Baskin, 1982; McMurray & Kazanjian, 1982; Smith, 1985).

According to Figure 1 there has been a sharp drop in research on working poor since the beginning of 2010s. Other
authors, however, talk about growing awareness and “re-emergence” of working poverty, while the topic remains
relatively under-researched (Crettaz, 2013). He emphasizes the lack of specific theoretical model, vagueness of
definitions, and considerable journalistic attention, as opposed to insufficient sociological and economic studies, citing
Brady et al. (2010). Crettaz (2013), similar to Liu (2022), states that the working poverty literature is much more
developed in the USA than in Europe. The International Labour Organisation (ILO) (2026) calculates the working
poverty share of persons in employment living in poverty as a percent of total employment, using the international
poverty line of US$2.15 per day in purchasing power parity (PPP). The estimates show a constant drop of the working
poverty share over the last quarter of a century (Figure 2).
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Figure 2. Global working poverty rates (2000-2025) (Source: ILO, 2026)

The current paper aims to study the research on working poor and in-work poverty through an already established
method of research — the so-called bibliometric analysis. The bibliometric analysis is a method that includes statistical
analysis of published books, articles, proceeding papers, etc. and citations to measure their impact on the relevant
science area (Maditati et al., 2018). The bibliometric methods include mainly citation analysis, co-citation analysis,
bibliographical coupling, co-authorship analysis, and co-occurrence analysis (Zupic & Cater, 2014). The ever-increasing
volume of scientific publications makes traditional literature reviews harder to perform, leading to the growing need of
using the so-called bibliometrics, which were first described by Pritchard (1969). Bibliometric analysis has been applied
to various research fields, including tourism policy implementation (Kifworo & Dube, 2024) and the evolution of
ecotourism research on geoheritage (Sutiksno et al., 2024). These studies demonstrate the application of bibliometric
methods in identifying research trends, as well as potential research gaps. Bibliometric theory uses statistical and
mathematical techniques to process large volumes of academic literature quickly and accurately, classifying, and
organizing enormous volumes of literature data. The visualization of literature data enables researchers to analyze
scientific research trends and identify the dynamics of research in specific fields, which is one of the objectives of this
study. Using the bibliometric analysis helps researchers estimate the significance of their own work, thus enabling them
to choose research avenues, develop successful research plans, etc (Cheng et al., 2024).

MATERIALS AND METHODS

The current study uses a five-stage bibliometric analysis model (Figure 3). At the first stage, an international and
multidisciplinary scientific database was chosen. The primary selection narrowed the results down to two databases —
Scopus and Web of Science, which are considered the largest ones (Visser et al., 2021). Based on research conducted to
compare the two databases, the following conclusions can be drawn: Scopus indexes more scientific journals (Chadegani et
al., 2013; Singh et al., 2021; Visser et al., 2021); Scopus covers a larger number of scientific journal articles, conference
proceedings, and book chapters (Visser et al., 2021); high degree of overlap of materials in the two databases (Chadegani et
al., 2013); Web of Science is the more selective of the two (Singh et al., 2021). For the purposes of the bibliometric
analysis and the large number of documents needed, the Scopus database was chosen.

At the second stage, the keywords were selected. Since the study aims to present the publication activity related to the
working poor, the keywords were fixed as follows: "working poor" OR “in-work poverty”. The search was conducted only
in the titles of the publications to ensure that the main scope of the research is the working poor. The third stage of the
study consisted of choosing proper software for bibliometric mapping. VOSviewer (version 1.6.20) was selected as free-of-
charge, quickly installed and easily operated software for bibliometric analysis results visualization. At the fourth stage, the
search was performed and it showed 397 results. To ensure the relevance of the dataset, a manual screening was conducted
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based on titles and abstracts. Publications were included if they explicitly focused on working poverty or in-work poverty
as a central research topic, particularly in terms of socio-economic conditions, labour market dynamics, or policy
implications. Studies were excluded if they addressed peripheral or context-specific issues, such as health and medical
problems, taxation, or other topics not directly related to the general phenomenon of working poverty. Additional
exclusions were applied to duplicates and publications lacking sufficient bibliographic information. Following this
procedure, a final sample of 169 publications was retained for the bibliometric analysis.

The fifth stage consisted of bibliometric analysis of the selected publications by year, authors, subject area, document
type, source title, affiliation, country, funding sponsor, source type, language, and type of access. Finally, VOSviewer
network visualization was performed using co-authorship analysis, citation analysis, co-citation analysis, bibliographic
coupling analysis, and co-occurrence analysis. The analyses use indicators such as sets of connected items, clusters, links,
total link strength (total strength of connections for a single item to all other items in a network), etc.

Stage 1

Database selection
Stage 2

Keywords selection
Stage 3

Software selection
Stage 4

Data collection and content analysis

Stage 5
Publication trends

Authorship and affiliations
VOSviewer visualization

Figure 3. Bibliometric analysis flowchart process (Source: Authors)

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Our research shows that - as other authors have already noted — the largest volume of scientific papers regarding the
working poor/in-work poverty concerns the US population. The second-largest number of titles concern the working poor
population in various countries throughout the world, followed by the so-called general studies which discuss theoretical,
socio-economic, psychological and other aspects of the phenomenon. Research on the European working poor population
according to the selected titles is significant, and actually exceeds that of the USA if combined — Europe as a whole (EU,
United Kingdom, Central and Eastern Europe, Mediterranean European countries such as Italy and Spain, etc.). Split by
country, however, no European country exhibits the same number of scientific papers on working poor as in the case of the
USA. Regarding countries outside Europe and the USA, only India and China stand out as relatively more significant in
terms of their share of titles related to the working poor population (Figure 4).
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Figure 4. Distribution of the selected titles by country of the studied working poor population (Source: Scopus)
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The selected studies were published between 1978 and 2025 with a noticeable increase since 2015 (Figure 5) and 2016
being the year with the higher number of publications (15). It is worth mentioning that in the current century there are gaps in
the studies published (2003, 2004 and 2008). 258 scholars representing 168 organizations from 39 countries contributed to
those articles, among which Ive Marx is the most active one participating in 5 studies, followed by Jinghong Liu, Henning
Lohmann, Santiago Poy and Emanuela Struffolino with 4 studies each. Universiteit Antwerpen (5 studies published) is the
most active among the organizations as it is represented by the most active author, Ive Marx. German Institute for Economic
Research, Nankai University, Cardiff University, University of Oxford and Pontificia Universidad Catolica Argentina are
represented by 4 publications each. Over 20% (35) of the studies are created by scholars from the USA, followed by scientists
from the United Kingdom (25), Italy (16) and Germany (15). The authors of 30 publications received funding from 23
organizations, where Horizon 2020 Framework Programme was the leader with financing 5 of the studies.

The selected works fall into 13 subject areas, mostly in Social Sciences (138), Economics, Econometrics and Finance
(53), and Business, Management and Accounting (35). A significant amount of the publications (almost 75%) are scientific
articles in journals (125), while another 25 are book chapters. The other 19 studies are review papers, books and conference
papers. The articles were published in 139 journals and 30 books. Social Indicators Research is the leader with 5
publications followed by Sociologia Del Lavoro with 4 publications. Most of the publications (140) are written in English.
Only 43 are All Open Access and the others have different access levels.
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Figure 5. Distribution of publications by year (Source: Scopus)
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Figure 6. Co-authorship analysis by authors (Source: Authors” own processing in VOSviewer)

The co-authorship analysis reveals the relationships between researchers, institutions, or countries based on their co-
authored publications. The analysis by authors shows that 9 authors have total link strength of 8 (9 of the authors have
collaborated with 8 other authors each) and 67 of them have 0. Results are grouped in 133 clusters with 221 links. The largest
one (in red) consists of 12 authors, among which the name of the most active author — Ive Marx, stands out (Figure 6).
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The United Kingdom has a total link strength of 11 with 25 documents, followed by Germany with a total link strength
of 7, with 15 documents. The leader — the USA — has a total link strength of only 1, while 23 of the countries have 0.

A significant number of the organizations (63) have a total link strength of 0. The higher link strength among the
affiliations is 4, associated with 11 of them. The citation analysis demonstrates how many times a publication, author, or
source has been cited by other works. The most cited research by other papers included in our study is Welfare states,
labour market institutions and the working poor: A comparative analysis of 20 European countries (2009) by Henning
Lohmann, with 27 links. The article has a total of 129 citations and is the second most cited one after Housing and
employment insecurity among the working poor (2016) by Matthew Desmond & Carl Gershenson, with 186 total citation,
but with only one link within the studied collection. The third place in terms of citations goes to Hallerdd et al. (2015) and
their work In-work poverty and labour market trajectories: Poverty risks among the working population in 22 European
countries (99 citations and 6 links). Scholars from the studied area of research have also cited low pay, in-work poverty and
economic vulnerability: A comparative analysis using EU-SILC (Maitre et al., 2012) (17 links and 72 total citations).

The VOSviewer visualization was limited in order to show only the set of connected items and to exclude those with 0
links. Thus, 80 of 169 publications met the threshold and are shown in Figure 7. The software grouped the results in 14
clusters, with Cluster 2 (in green) including the study of Maitre et al. (2012). Lohmann (2009) was distributed in Cluster 8
(in brown), Hallerdd et al. (2015) — in Cluster 5 (in violet), and Desmond & Gershenson (2016) — in Cluster 7 (in orange).
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Figure 7. Citation analysis by documents (Source: Authors’ own processing in VOSviewer)

In Welfare States, Labour Market Institutions and the Working Poor: A Comparative Analysis of 20 European
Countries (2009), Lohmann examines how national welfare regimes and labour market institutions shape the risk of in-
work poverty across 20 European countries. The study finds that generous social transfers, strong collective bargaining
systems, and effective minimum wage regulations significantly reduce the incidence of in-work poverty, while liberal
labour markets with weaker social protection are associated with higher risks. Overall, the paper highlights that institutional
design—mnot just individual employment status—plays a crucial role in determining whether work protects against poverty.

The most cited authors, Desmond & Gershenson, in their work Housing and Employment Insecurity among the Working
Poor (2016) show that housing instability—such as forced moves or evictions—significantly increases the risk of low-
income working renters losing their jobs, with those experiencing a preceding forced move being 11-22 percentage points
more likely to be laid off than similar workers who did not face displacement. The authors argue this “double precarity” of
unstable housing and employment helps explain why the working poor are vulnerable to downward economic spirals, and
suggest that policies promoting housing stability could also improve job stability. The article In-work poverty and labour
market trajectories: Poverty risks among the working population in 22 European countries uses (Hallerdd et al., 2015) uses
longitudinal EU-SILC (EU statistics on income and living conditions) data from 22 European countries to identify distinct
labour market trajectories over three years, and estimate how these patterns relate to the risk of in-work poverty, finding
that employment instability and non-standard working conditions (e.g., part-time, temporary jobs) significantly increase
poverty risk. The study also shows that household labour supply—especially having more than one continuously employed
earner—substantially reduces the risk, and that risks are higher for disadvantaged social classes, highlighting how labour
market dynamics and household composition shape in-work poverty across Europe.

The study Low pay, in-work poverty and economic vulnerability: A comparative analysis using EU-SILC (Maitre et al.,
2012) again uses EU-SILC data for 14 EU countries to explore how low pay relates to in-work poverty and broader economic
vulnerability, finding that individuals in low-paid jobs face a much higher risk of living in a household below relative income
poverty thresholds than those who are not low-paid. This risk varies considerably across countries and is strongly influenced
by factors like gender, age, social class, and household composition, with only a minority of low-paid workers living in
vulnerable households in most cases but still markedly higher poverty exposure than non-low-paid workers.

Citation analysis by authors indicates that the most cited authors are Henning Lohmann (246 citations, 4 documents,
and a total link strength of 53), Matthew Desmond and Carl Gershenson (186 citations, 1 document, and a total link
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strength of 1), and lve Marx (181 citations, 5 documents, and a total link strength of 36). As per the source, the greatest
number of citations belongs to Social Problems (186 citations, 1 document and a total link strength of 1), European
Sociological Review (129 citations, 1 document, and a total link strength of 28), and Journal of European Social Policy (99
citations, 1 document, and a total link strength of 6). The co-citation analysis displays the pairs of documents or authors
that are cited together by a third document. A leader with a total link strength of 692 and 14 citations is the already
presented article Welfare States, Labour Market Institutions and the Working Poor: A Comparative Analysis of 20
European Countries (2009) by Henning Lohmann, followed by When Work Disappears: The World of the New Urban
Poor, a book by William Julius Wilson (1996) with a total link strength of 444 and 3 citations, and The Global City: New
York, London, Tokyo, a book by Sassen (2001) with a total link strength of 416 and 2 citations.

When Work Disappears is a sociological book showing how the loss of stable jobs in US inner-city neighbourhoods
reshaped social life, family life, and community conditions — especially in predominantly African-American “ghettos”.
Wilson (1996) combines large-scale survey data with interviews of residents to explain the structural roots of urban poverty.

The Global City explores how New York, London and Tokyo became the most important command centers of the
global economy — not simply large cities, but global hubs where economic power, corporate decision-making, and
financial markets are concentrated. Sassen (2001) coined the term “global city” and crafted a framework for understanding
urban influence in a globalized world. The authors with the highest total link strength are Henning Lohmann (12916, 143
citations) and lve Marx (11695, 131 citations). As some of the authors are not connected, the largest set of connected items
containing 720 of them, is shown in Figure 8. Data is grouped in 11 clusters, where Cluster 1 is the largest, with 138 items
(in red). The name of Henning Lohmann is shown in Cluster 2 (in green) and lve Marx — in Cluster 7 (in orange).

The bibliographic coupling analysis shows the thematic similarities between scientific documents based on the
references they share. The analysis by documents displays that 2 studies have the highest degree of similarity based on their
total link strength of 235 — Barbieri et al. (2024). In-work poverty in Western Europe. A longitudinal perspective, and
Ballabio & Verrecchia (2021). Working Poor: Natives and Migrants in Milan (in Italian), followed by Filandri &
Struffolino (2019). Individual and Household In-Work Poverty in Europe: Understanding the Role of Labor Market
Characteristics with a total link strength of 223. The largest set of connected items consists of 122 documents grouped in 8
clusters, where Cluster 1 (in red) is the largest, with 33 items (Figure 9).
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said mu2014)

onde & (2023)

cheung KiK. (2019)
toji d.5 2014)
gieBelmannm. (2009)
venrdoore . (3023} verwieber. (2011)

cheung KEHK-(2016)  yrurq o1

skilingg (2019) . i, seitots) lohmann h. (2009)
B ©
tejera @§(2017) W : ’ Zosm»rzy' (2011)
hall (21 ) o2y 7“':";&‘” )m)
»?Hckwms)*% 022) < . 20"192 mathewd. (2016)
barbieri§$e(2024) coridal (2018) o< 20257 esmo ( )
e v Jiu . R020)
filandrify 2020)" " ields gg2012)

plaI2022)
%, VOSviewer
poy s#2021)

Figure 9. Bibliographic coupling by documents (Source: Authors’ own processing in VOSviewer)

In their study, Barbieri et al. (2024) analyze in-work poverty across 14 Western European countries (2004-2019) using
longitudinal EU-SILC data. They show that in-work poverty is strongly shaped by job quality and, especially, household
employment structure: single-earner and precarious-work households face the highest risks, while dual-earner arrangements
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significantly reduce poverty exposure. Although in-work poverty tends to persist over time, this persistence is largely driven by
underlying structural disadvantages (e.g. low education and unstable employment) rather than poverty itself causing future poverty.

Ballabio & Verrecchia (2021) examine in-work poverty among native and migrant workers in Milan, showing that
employment does not equally protect all groups from economic hardship. The authors find that migrants are significantly
more exposed to working poverty due to labor market segmentation, precarious contracts, and concentration in low-wage
sectors, even when employed. The study highlights how migration status intersects with job quality and household
conditions to reproduce urban social inequalities. That research is one of the 6 documents published in Italian.

Filandri & Struffolino (2019) analyze in-work poverty across European countries by distinguishing between individual
low pay and household-level poverty risk. They show that labor market characteristics—such as temporary contracts, part-
time work, and low wages—increase the likelihood of poverty, but household composition (especially the number of
earners) plays a crucial mediating role. Their findings highlight that both job quality and household labor supply must be
considered to fully understand and address in-work poverty in Europe. The bibliographic coupling by authors puts Giorgio
Cutuli on top, with a total link strength of 1331, 3 documents and 29 citations, followed by Paolo Barbieri (total link
strength of 1256, 3 documents and 30 citations), Emanuela Struffolino (1079, 4 and 111), and Stefani Scherer (1068, 2 and
27). The analysis by source points out that European societies have a total link strength of 546, with 3 documents and 91
citations, followed by Sociologia del lavoro (total link strength of 539, 4 publications and 10 citations).

The co-occurrence analysis displays the relationships between keywords by counting how often they appear together
within a defined context. Among the 536 keywords, poverty is the one with the highest total link strength (439) and
occurrences (54), followed by in-work poverty (total link strength of 242 and 39 occurrences), working poor (231 and 34),
labor/labour market (209 and 27), and employment (200 and 19). Figure 10 demonstrates the largest set of connected items
(96). Poverty appears in Cluster 3 (in dark blue). Labor/labour market and employment are in Cluster 1 (in red), working
poor appears in Cluster 4 (in yellow), and in-work poverty is attached to Cluster 5 (in violet).
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Figure 10. Co-occurrence analysis (Source: Authors’ own processing in VOSviewer)

The bibliometric analysis reveals a clear increase in scholarly interest in working poverty, particularly after 2015.
Although the United States remains the most studied single country, European countries collectively produce a larger body
of research, reflecting the growing prominence of in-work poverty within European labour market and welfare debates.
Research outside Europe and the USA remains limited, with only China, India and South Africa showing notable
engagement. The field is dominated by Social Sciences and Economics, and publication output is concentrated in journal
articles. Despite contributions from 39 countries and 168 institutions, collaboration networks remain relatively fragmented,
as indicated by the generally low total link strength values across authors and affiliations. Only 30 of 169 publications
reported external funding. Furthermore, only 43 publications are available under full Open Access, indicating that most of
the research is not freely accessible. Citation and co-citation analyses demonstrate that the intellectual structure of the field is
shaped by three central themes: welfare state and labour market institutions, employment instability and labour market
trajectories, and multidimensional precarity. Highly cited works emphasize that in-work poverty is not merely a function of
low wages, but is strongly influenced by institutional design, social transfers, collective bargaining systems, and minimum
wage regulations. The studies further highlight the importance of household composition—particularly dual-earner
arrangements—in mitigating poverty risk. Research linking housing insecurity and employment instability expands the
analytical scope beyond income-based measures, reinforcing the understanding of working poverty as structurally embedded.
Overall, the findings confirm that employment alone does not guarantee protection against poverty and that working poverty
must be understood as a complex outcome of labour market structures, welfare policies, and household conditions.
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The observed emphasis on welfare state regimes and labour market institutions reflects institutional and welfare state
theories, as discussed by Crettaz (2013) and Brady et al. (2010), which highlight the role of social policies, labour
regulations, and redistribution mechanisms in shaping in-work poverty. At the same time, the strong focus on employment
instability, low pay, and non-standard forms of work aligns with labour market segmentation approaches, which explain
how structural divisions in employment generate persistent vulnerability (Lohmann, 2005; Pefia-Casas & Latta, 2004).
Furthermore, the importance of household composition and income-sharing mechanisms supports the household-based
perspective emphasized by Filandri & Struffolino (2019), reinforcing that poverty risks extend beyond individual earnings.
By situating these findings within established theoretical traditions, the study underscores that working poverty is a
multidimensional and structurally embedded phenomenon rather than merely an outcome of low wages.

CONCLUSION

This study contributes to the scientific literature by offering a structured overview of how working poverty has evolved
as a research field over nearly five decades. By applying bibliometric techniques, the study clarifies the intellectual
architecture of the field, identifies its core analytical pillars, and highlights the gradual shift from individual wage-based
interpretations toward broader institutional and multidimensional frameworks. The findings demonstrate that working
poverty research has matured into an interdisciplinary domain that connects labour market studies, welfare state theory, and
social inequality research. At the same time, the analysis underscores the need for stronger theoretical integration and
greater geographical diversification. Expanding research beyond Western contexts, strengthening cross-national
collaboration, and incorporating emerging forms of precarious employment will be essential for advancing the overall
research in the field. As labour markets continue to transform under the pressures of globalization, digitalization, and
demographic change, future scholarship must further examine how institutional arrangements and household structures
interact in order to determine whether work functions as a pathway out of poverty or a condition of persistent vulnerability.

The results of the present study lead to important implications for future researches. First, countries and regions outside
Europe and United States need to be investigates as they are underrepresented in the existing literature. Such approach will
allow scientists to to assess whether the relationships identified in the dominant literature are applicable across different
labour market institutions, welfare regimes, and levels of economic development. Second, future researches with stronger
longitudinal and comparative approaches could be performed to examine how in-work poverty evolves over time and how
changes in employment, household composition, and social protection influence poverty trajectories.

Finally, the study identified the need of a greater international and interdisciplinary cooperation among scientists from
the fields of economics, sociology and demography with the aim of achieving a more comprehensive understanding of in-
work poverty. Overall, the bibliometric evidence indicates that the field has developed substantially, but important
conceptual, geographical, and empirical gaps remain. Addressing these gaps can help conduct more integrated researches
capable of explaining why employment continues to coexist with poverty for significant groups of workers.
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