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X 3% 2

Summary statistics of city household |

(1)
Variable Mean (SD)
Gender of Dhaka respondent(1 if male) 0.554
(0.497)
Age of Dhaka respondent 27.527
(6.676)
1 if Dhaka respondent is married 0.742
(0.438)
1 if Dhaka respondent is unmarried 0.200
(0.400)
Respondent regular monthly salary (Taka) 8,639.547
(2,938.564)
Respondent overtime work pay of last month (Taka) 1,497.467
(1,461.041)
Respondent overwork hours of last month 36.398
(36.399)
1 if respondent changed factory since census survey 0.115
(0.319)
How many days couldn't this person work in the last month 2.302
(3.942)
How many times did your household return to the original household during 1
year 3.838
(3.429)
on a scale of 0-10, how much do you think GRIPS is reliable? 9.231
(1.412)
Total number of household members in Dhaka (including respondent) 1.979
(0.933)
1 if city household has any students 0.075
(0.263)
Total asset value (Taka) 28,499.893

Total monthly income of HH members other than respondent of past 12m

(85,059.164)

average (Taka) 5,566.037
(6,793.348)
Observations 655




X5 3

Summary statistics of city household Il

(1)
Variable Mean (SD)
Total monthly consumption of last 30 days (Taka) 10,405.233
(4,408.805)
Food consumption of last 7 days (Taka) 1,328.134
(559.211)
Monthly regular payment (.e. electric bill) consumption of last 30 days (Taka) 3,455.615
(1,454.231)
Irregular consumption of last 12 months (Taka) 17,690.771
(17,949.744)
Huge expense of last 12m of dowry/wedding/medical/house repair(Taka) 1,954.198
(16,306.441)
Remittance from original household of last 30 days (Taka) 16.794
(392.622)
Any other money inflow of last 30 days (Taka) 3,431.000
(12,614.592)
Remittance to original household of last 30 days (Taka) 3,177.038
(2,721.598)
Any other money outflow of last 30 days (Taka) 1,926.682
(3,027.484)
1 if anyone of Dhaka HH faced sickness / accident / injury during last 1 month 0.252
(0.434)
1 if Dhaka HH faced any other shocks during last 1 month 0.084
(0.278)
1 if Dhaka HH faced payment of huge cost during last 12 months 0.020
(0.140)
1 if city household use mobile banking 0.814
(0.390)
1 if Dhaka HH has access to mobile money account other than agent 0.505
(0.500)
Observations 655
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X% 4

Summary statistics of village household |

(1)
Variable Mean (SD)
1 if the one who answered this survey was the village HH head 0.837
(0.370)
What is the number of household members living and dining together in village 4.583
(1.612)
Gender of household head of village (1 if male) 0.725
(0.447)
Age of Village household head 53.969
(13.014)
1 if Village household head is married 0.826
(0.379)
1 if Village household head is unmarried 0.011
(0.103)
Total asset value (Taka) 17,203.268
(25,242.500)
current productive asset value total of village HH (Taka) 21,087.609
(33,828.707)
current land value total of village HH (Taka) 442280.906
(719457.188)
Total monthly consumption of last 30 days (Taka) 12,437.490
(5,140.708)
Food consumption of last 7 days (Taka) 1,870.671
(776.098)
Monthly regular payment (.e. electric bill) consumption of last 30 days (Taka) 1,038.021
(559.114)
Irregular consumption of last 12 months (Taka) 16,863.715
(7,328.667)
Huge expense of last 12m of dowry/wedding/medical/house repair(Taka) 6,995.420
(27,990.633)
Observations 655
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Summary statistics of village household Il

(1)
Variable Mean (SD)
1 if having student:gradel 0.092
(0.289)
1 if having student:grade2 0.106
(0.308)
1 if having student:grade3 0.240
(0.428)
1 if having student:grade4 0.268
(0.443)
1 if having student:grade5 0.096
(0.295)
1 if having student:grade6 0.259
(0.438)
1 if having student:grade7 0.270
(0.444)
1 if having student:grade8 0.087
(0.282)
1 if having student:grade9 0.196
(0.397)
1 if having student:gradel0 0.060
(0.237)
1 if having student:gradell 0.083
(0.276)
1 if having student:gradel2 0.034
(0.181)
1 if having student:gradel3 0.021
(0.145)
1 if having student:gradel4 0.009
(0.095)
1 if having student:gradel5 0.012
(0.110)
1 if having student: Graduate 0.005
(0.068)
1 if having student: Post graduate 0.000
(0.000)
1 if having student: Hafezi 0.026
(0.159)
Observations 655
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Summary statistics of village household 1lI

(1)
Variable Mean (SD)
Total monthly educational cost of village HH (Taka) 1,923.078
(1,272.236)
Monthly educational expense: Total cost excluding yearly cost i.e.aidbook (Taka) 1,531.882
(1,072.453)
Monthly educational expense: School tuition fees 135.240
(212.169)
Monthly educational expense: House tutor / coaching fees 754.122
(630.753)
Monthly educational expense: Conveyance fee/snacks 413.348
(340.216)
Monthly educational expense:Notebook/Pencil/Cloths/Others 229.173
(171.448)
Monthly educational expense: special cost for high education 105.496
(505.543)
Total aidbook cost of this year in village HH 1,446.061
(1,203.359)
Total nonregular educational cost of this year in village HH 1,922.156
(1,538.045)
time of tutoring per week (mean of village HH) 8.761
(4.678)
mean of days of absent per week by students in village HH 0.509
(1.010)
number of students in village household 1.926
(0.878)
1 if male student only in village HH 0.296
(0.457)
1 if female student only in village HH 0.317
(0.466)
1 if all the student him/herself answered 0.292
(0.440)
1 if having any students of son / daughter in village HH 0.446
(0.497)
1 if having any students of bro / sis in village HH 0.430
(0.496)
Observations 655




X5 7

Summary statistics of village household 1V

(1)
Variable Mean (SD)
Remittance from original household of last 30 days (Taka) 3,197.740
(2,410.168)
Remittance to original household of last 30 days (Taka) 26.718
(282.741)
Remittance from other than the RMG worker of last 30 days (Taka) 200.153
(1,244.750)
Remittance to other than the RMG worker of last 30 days (Taka) 121.221
(1,190.171)
1 if anyone of Village HH faced sickness / accident / injury during last 30
days 0.111
(0.315)
1 if village HH faced any other shocks during last 30 days 0.140
(0.348)
1 if village HH faced payment of Huge cost during last 12 months 0.150
(0.357)
assistance received by village HH (other than remittance) of last 1 month 932.519
(7,703.417)
Has anyone of original household ever used mobile banking 0.994
(3.857)
1 if Village HH has access to mobile money account other than agent 0.479
(0.500)
How many minutes does it take to the closest mobile money agent by foot? 17.241
(14.719)
The difference between the interview date of village HH and city HH
(absolute value) 5.487
(20.540)
The difference of remittance amount reported by city HH and village HH
(absolute value) 1,606.037
(2,098.768)
Observations 655

of interviews which were conducted within the interval of five days.
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X3 8

Summary statistics of intervention

(1 (2 (3) (4) (5) ®)
Treatment 1 vs Treatment 2 vs Treatment 1 vs

Variable Control Group Treatment 1 Treatment 2 Control Control Treatment 2

1 if announcement of April

2019 delivered 0.715 0.643 0.605 -0.072 -0.110 0.038
(0.452) (0.480) (0.490) (0.045) (0.044)** (0.048)

Attended meeting #1 of April

2019if Yes=1No=0 0.248 0.211 0.167 -0.037 -0.081 0.044
(0.433) (0.409) (0.374) (0.040) (0.038)** (0.039)

Did the respondent receive our

brochure? 0.702 0.619 0.550 -0.074 -0.150 0.076
(0.458) (0.487) (0.499) (0.045)* (0.045)*** (0.049)

1 if take up EduMatch 0.000 0.206 0.229 0.206 0.229 -0.023
(0.000) (0.405) (0.421) (0.026)*** (0.027)%** (0.041)

Total amount of EduMatch

deposit 0.000 319.095 292.857 319.095 292.857 26.238
(0.000) (821.084) (671.495) (52.768)*** (43.158)*** (74.001)

1 if treatment group 2 and

used trial 0.000 0.000 0.429 0.000 0.429 -0.429
(0.000) (0.000) (0.496) (0.000) (0.032)*** (0.035)***

Observations 242 202 211 444 453 413
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