ENANIR—ZHFALEEETYFUOTI7V0FRDT 4 —IL FER (#
)

REWTEH A SN TNIE & BORMFFER e K iRz
e [FAF7EE oA R wk /I PR R 7 i SRR 1 A A

H[FERFFEE [N S N — IR AR F TR %
1 (FC&®IZ

R LEO-EH T ORERN OB T 2R bIEERFIEX, BWEELZITLH2LThD, TORK
DOFEET, SNEEREZLVRIT AN TERNWI L THS, FELICRBWHABTA2ZITSELWEEY B
RMITIE, ERICTFEBER L CHBEE 578 & 72> THT OB TH T < ELZ UV, L LIEGIRERIT
DT 2 IVIREMY — EANDT 7 ANES TR, EEORMEICHERD - 7=, TF, HEHE
FEEHWEESET—EXATHLIENS Vv — (BiR) PREEEETELIELLTEY, Ee0whEM
DORJEZFEF L TWD ARFED BRE, EANAA NV~ R —DE K LIZBRIEATERH LT 4 — /v REREZITUV,
HAOTHEZTHLCFELBICD L THLREWAEL25 2 L) LT 28NBOH (HBEREEE) 2 Tt L,
FELOBRNPLH %2 X BT 2R FEARET LI LICH D, XEFELE LT, B EEOHBEE HEE
DHEREETETH—FETHL [y F o770 F #BR)] 2RESELZLICLE, AFREIZH
FCMENCHBEEICH 77 @3E OANERESITH AT LTI TE Y, &y A7 AR ERE EEO
ERNESTIEERT S Z LN TERPoT, HFERET L, T VX —ZEEFEE LTERATIUIZ
OMEEFRT 2 Z LN TED LEZXTZ, £ TR, EAA w32 —0NE L LHEBEE7@E L0
VIIT U aBRIATO) L L LI N T T T Y 2 T O MR B A ST ER ATV,
BEBRENHEZ D0 E ) DEENICKHFET D5 Z & 2> T\ b,

AT TT 7T, AEICBITDEERF—U—RThD [T ~vF—] L [y F LT 77 R
WZOWTHHHT 5, £7, TS vx—Li, #FEiGE=—T = b EMFENDME)EZEI L TRIT%
WEPICENEEN TEDLERFNRBEIRES—EATH D, EEHFEIBEEES DT —Y 2 MIHEL,
PEWEMGDPDOT XA MA vy E—VEZITFIZED, TTFIL, EFTO—T 2 M T2 TPIN U A—%
BZBHI LT, BEEZITMAD I LN TE5, §YTHEEZRCARVWERRE b EGIIFF- T, 4%
FFo TREBOBE 2T 20BN R 252000, B EETEEMICELLTND, KIZ, vy TF 77
7 v REBR LI, BRE OHIT~DEE Y OEFEITIE LT, —EDER (2575 E) 2T -fEoMbhe %
BEBRE OHTICKI LT D Z & T, (LR 2% LT HLDOTHD, ¥F¥ v a2 b T AT 7— (—ED
BRAEI D TFE) LIIERRLZT e —FTHY ., LONENRIAREZITA DO TIER O EMRE DL
TEEZNO BIEAZED TND, FRT, KEDD VP LS RILADOEBRES 2 XIS E Sz ik o
~vF 777 FEE (Ambler, Aycinena, & Yang, 2015)IZ2RBWT, F¥v v a2 b T A7 7 —ITH_T
BTN LS HBEXRERPTE I L3> T D,

FMFFE T, 151 v F 777 K (265127252 &) 128V T take-up rate 281 0 %lZ biifi7= 7,
take—up rate DX I NER E R o7, FIAFICLE > T, BLIZBEE FEEZFZENCLH 25 LW HFIED
K&~ F o777 R, 2EFD L S 72K\ take—up rate RDOMNEWVWH Z & THDH, 2 TANFET
i, ~vF T T ROV N TIATAERETDHZ LT, FAZEET S (L& HIHRERIET D)
ZEEMoTz, T, VBT take—up Z{ETHIEICET AR, RERO DB TIHERIZ/R > TV 5 (Cai &
Song, 2017; Wright, Garcia—alexander, Weller, & Baicker, 2017),

KL TIL, NI IFTT L a2DHBEEHEHENH ZANDBITo TWVDEEF~DELEIERL, ~vTF T
T FEAWTHEE R ANOEESZRIET 52 812 Lz, N7 I35 v a2 O TS E# 1T, #ih
LOBEENLZ, ZDELIE, TSR EOHEEFEEeL Gk 2, HTOFREIZE NSNS L~ R—
ZHNTES TS, ENOHBRE @& L DHICHEES~OHED LWV I1TRIL. Wk 2iE EEICE N
THIRK HAOLNDBRTH D, TD L, ENAA L~ 32— TR EETEBBEICE R L TWD, KFRIZE - T,
TENOHBEE ] B TEAXM AR —OERE] THLHEVIRWIIBNWT, v~ v F 7772 RRNg
HTHDHZ ENDMIUR, IEHAEPHIXIER A,
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2 HROBEREE X UVEXETOHRERE

AWFZEIL, 2018 SR IC EBROFIEME & L TR Baseline survey 4 E M L7-%. FIRTHA A~ v F
777 REBRAZ 2019 4 4 HICBIMA L=, AL 2020 4 4 ARIZSET Lz, 2o, # 5 [E0 Follow-up
surveys Z3EHE LFET TRY . BEEOYV —A OREDOA U Z Ea—I% 2020 4 5 H 18 HIZHEM iz,
COVID-19 WiATDREEL B> THFAOMKE (EERT 7 b LEE) OIERTE T LTELH T, wEOH—
A (2020 4F 7 At X VBER) TRT T2 RIARTH D,

ARLETE, o= bOTUNIA 2B LD 2T, ZNVE TITEIERICE S IO %2 H
H9 5,

3 HIROAEMN

ARRFED HIE, (1) RO BT DHEEEN~ v F 77 7 > ROFIMWEEZRGET 522 L, (2)
AIFFEORGUZ BT D2 DFE S T A TARMEOFGIEEZRGET 52 L, (3) vy F 777 RIZK D ABH
REEBER OMEZRIEOFTEY 3 v 7)) IZxT D O F - ZTF FOMW Y A NORISEBIEE LTk
BAH=ZALZET DI LV EZR/LZ &, THDH, AT, (3) 120 THET D,

AWTETIE, B HBEOMITFEE~OEEE~ T 777 RTCEET D, - T, HBESHEE
I K DHITHIGEA~DIRSFETARD DN, SHOF LD, FAXLEDIL. ROLBY THD.

Hi. =y F 777 ROXZEEZI IS, BBREEE 1T~ DR E2H 57,

HI O LI RBSR%E2, BFETIE 1770 KT o b ERES, B ORFEFED Theoretical prediction T
WX, vy F U7y U RTRREZIT 25, BORELIREGEAZROGT (V77U RKTUN) E8250
NHARTH D, L, IO (Ambler et al., 2015) T, ~vF L 777 RIZky 757 KA )
NEEZ, DEVREGHEI~ v F L 777 RICEDBEZ ' E W) ZERMEENT WD, T 9 LSRN
TSEICHER CTE 20 THIUX, vy T 77 72> FIZX U EMICHITTRIRICEBIT 2 ARG ZH07 2
EMTEDLEBZDBNS,

4 AVE—RUaVBEEUY—RL

4-1 A VB =R 3y - H—RA DYPE

A7 a7 ME, ROFIETERL WD, ETHRARES L. THF v VORI NS T o4
AIEATE 1T OTHIZEBWT, EHMTORMERT —A ZFEfEi L. 8000 NDFH##H & FIROEAREHRD Y
A b ZfER LTz (2017 4 12 H~2018 3 H), M\ T, v~ v F 77 7 o REROEB IRt 24 572
DDA 1y hT AN EDEOWERE T L CEM L7z (2018 453 A~10 A) %2, AkD U A k& TI0iE
HLlz~wvF o777y R7ar I8 (K7a Y= kTld EduMatch program & BEFR) (2 72 FKIED &
ﬁ%; Baseline survey Z4T7-7- (2018 4 11 A ~2019 42 A, Dk, ~vF L 77 7 v FOF HEES
BT D EMEZ N O HEE I L CER L, HEE SR HRIAZZ T2 (2019 4 3 A~2019 4 5
H)o 20095 HXV, ~vF o777 RIZLDBEEG@OMMNZHIE L. (Z<—MoRIIIZE L
FIROI 4 AICHFAATBRME) ., Z OB TIX., take—up rate DIEEL VIEN 7272, 201946 Alc, v v F
YITT7 7 v ROBMZAT 2B Uiz, BN, 8 ARIE Thtll 7o, ZORER., WERED 5 B 37% D H
BEHEE N~y F 77 REFIR L,

<~ F T T 7 REBRTIL, treatment group DY EIFE /5 100075000Taka DEH E 4 DL & 52 1T FF
7=, BEUHOZAHEE LT, GPHRPOENA L~ —T 7 MIHEE LR TEET 5 LD ik

DBEERICIE, SOMRICBW T 7Y RAURRE O, HEREE TH DL, ERICONTE, 7T
K7D NG 70 RA bR SN o T,

2By 7w LCIE, 2019 4E 6 A £ T baseline survey &) 7=,

PIEREE NN LI, N T TT v a OFES, KD T 4+ —v RIZEB T 5 EEERIT,
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e o, BINEDOWHE L REEZMEEP LI L, 2B E R BEERE . FEHEHEDFEFZ KK 10
r HICHEIL TEST D00, KFRO~ Yy F L7770 RERTH L,

ZOM, HBEEHEE & MITFEONITITH L, ZEDITEH—A 2 FE L, SEFECHEBEEL D
RBEITENOHIRE 2 %Ki 7. Z 9 L7- Follow-up surveys %, AHFFETIL ML survey, M2 survey, M3 survey,
WEMEFRLTWAYL, ISR EE 273 A ZEICEBINTEY . HAILTIEMS survey ZEfiH ThH D

(M5 survey DDA »# B2 —IL 5/18 |[Z5HHi), 72F, 5% M6 survey & 7 HIRFIZFEMT 2130, M7
survey HatH LT\ 5%,

LEDART Y 2a—VICET 51HEREELDIZLON, MEK1 ThD, PV ool d—_riay
DFFEAIZONWTIX, MEFRED TSRO ER ] IZBWTHE LS E& o,

4-2 H—~A QOFHM

M 21%, P —A OFFEMREEIRM A F L Db D TH D, Baseline survey DEEETIL 843 THH 7=
B E 53 ML survey T 545 (2 L7=# M2 survey T 686 (L T\ 5, £ DI, A L3> attrition
DEETWHD OO, HMRLI7ZEEEHTHE L T 5,

IO LTEEEFOYFRLE LT, FI8, N T TIT V2 lTBITDHANDOREREND D, Baseline survey &
M1 survey ORNZ, ¥R TIIIHFE O KPR A R FAELIZZ & T, —HOW N THORESR SN —
220 W1 VRO T LE ST, ZOMER, Zb LGOREZEFRIZRH L TUFEar ¥ 7 L6 T
LEolz, FIT, Ml survey Tlt, ABESMAICE 2T —_A DEBEBPRATH T2 EBBITF N5,
B —_ A OFBEEZTHE T2 L 2 A, 545 A LDRIBE N 2oz LS Sz, £ 2T, M2 survey
TlE, FRRBHFICLIDEBOES DT, TORE, 740 N\ORIEFIZa X7 "e b 686 AnD
FIENH T, B, ZOE%EE X 5L, Baseline survey (1154 A® EduMatch @tg&lcar 27 ra &
ST 843 AMEE) b, BEELZmO TWNITHERE SO b EEZBND,

1t M1 survey IX EduMatch 2 X A ESEBPIMOBERNIZEmM L TEBY ., ZD M TliX Follow-up survey &\
2 XV IFNM AR —A TH D,

° Baseline survey ~ M5 survey CTIUEE L7-EERT—XZ2EH LT, 4%, COVID-19 fiifTB L e v 7
Z 0 L RPUZ BT DB E 57 E OEAICOWTORELEFT 5,
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X171 EduMatch Project A7 ¥ = — /L

A ~2018 ~2019 2020~

TE o 1 12 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Baseline Survey >

EduMatch 321 () >

EduMatch 7> 5 D4 i
Monthly S Follow-
onthly Survey (Follow-up surveys) M M > M > My M5 >

N 7 5 5:“/ =X
T COVID-19 AT

(k) WLERE~D EduMatch EZENE, & %1% LT, baseline survey & 3fiE L7-E#ZIZ{To7-,
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[X|# 2  Surveys and interventions

Baseline survey

M1

M2

M3

M4

M5

10/21/2018 ~11/30 4/19/2019~6/28 7/7/2019~8/20 9/13/2019~10/26 | 12/5/2019~1/1/2020 | 3/20/2020~5/16
Interview i i (# of samples
Periods dgff::eﬁrgg:g:_ '253“1;2}’;%132 (# of samples interviewed at interviewed at
4)17 different dates: 1) 9/19/2019 different dates: 10)
Dhaka 1/22/2020~1/30
surveys
# of 843 545 686 661 622 595
samples
# of HHs
returned 12 24 53 65
to village
2018/10/22~12/10 4/21/2019~7/4 7/7/2019~8/20 9/13/2019~10/26 | 12/6/2019~1/2/2020 | 3/16/2020~5/18
. (# of samples
] Interview (# of samples interviewed at (# of samples interviewed at interviewed at iﬁ;{/?:\/”\:&:e;
Village | Periods different dates: 40) different dates: 4) differentdates: | jcoo o 33)
surveys 1/3/2019~6/24 9/22/2019~9/30 4) 1/22 /2020~1)30
11/9/2019~11/20
# of 791 533 692 632 660 628
samples
EduMatch announcement EduMatch deposit close #1 EduMatch money provision #2
Feb/2019~Apr/2019 4/19/2019, 5/17/2019 July 20 ~ Apr/2021
EduMatch trial EduMatch money provision #1
announcement
EduMatch important Feb/2019~Aug/2019 4/20/2019 ~ Apr/2020
events Edumatch trial money EduMatch announcement #2
provision (additional invitations)
3/22/2019 ~ Aug/2019 7/14/2019~ Aug/2020
EduMatch deposit close #2
July~Aug/2020
5
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5 HBREFBEDEZICET S0

At va TR AMEEO T 55 Th 5 B E 573 O MOTHEE~OESIZET 20 2170,
R HI ZRRRES 5,
5-1 EduMatch FlI KR
M#E3 HBEEIEHE LD~y TF 777 0 RaOESHUEA

Total

amount of

EduMatch
deposit Freq. Percent Cum.
e 275 62.50 62.50
leaa 11@ 25.00 87 .50
1586 7 1.59 89.09
2888 29 6.59 95.68
2588 2 @.45 96.14
3 5 1.14 97.27
3cee 2 @.45 97.73
4aa8 2 B.45 98.18
Seaa 8 1.82 100. 00

Total 446 100.66

AY 77 2 a »Tld EduMatch program 2 X 0 & 5783 & MOt F RN T 72 3ARICOW TR 5,
WFEREH I, liquidity constraint Z[ELEES 572812, 1000taka 2>5FHATEE &9 EUZ EduMatch
program O E 2R Lz, TOME, take—up L7ZOEE D H BKI2/3 1%, HIKFTH 5 1000taka %%
WU (KME3), 20X I, #HRE LV EHEOFHEZRET 2 Z &1, FRELICE > TTEEZORRTH
ofc, BEELTL, 10 » AR T TEEIND ) HHAEZBE LI LR ENRBZXLNDHN, ZD5
FrZAE % TEIZIT) 2 LI LTEY, ARTIRRRZRETICE EDn,

5-2 EduMatch E£ KR

MFEA HRO~vF 7772 REEH

(taka) 0 500 1000 2000 Total
Apr-19 146 0 0 19 165
May-19 89 5 1 70 165

Jun-19 143 14 6 2 165

Jul-19 71 26 10 58 165
Aug-19 98 40 11 16 165
Sep-19 115 41 9 0 165
Oct-19 122 35 8 0 165
Nov-19 134 23 8 0 165
Dec-19 144 14 7 0 165

Jan-20 150 12 3 0 165
Feb-20 153 10 2 0 165
Mar-20 163 2 0 0 165
Apr-20 163 2 0 0 165

AKtervarTid, ~vF U777 FIZE 2R EHIT 5,
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FT. v T T T 7 ROEGERTEDOEMAEMAT S, AT, UToOEKEEDOVAMDLEE
D ThHD,

. EEFHEOREIL, LTHBEEE OIRIAKE (100075000taka) @ 2 £%(2000710000taka) T 5,
2.

HBEE B E N~ v F o777 ROEEIZEE (100075000taka) Z2F/3A b~ —THR D AT & |
ZFRNNL S THIL, HIEEIZ 2000taka BNHITTFIEICEE SN D,
3.

ZORIT, ~ v F U777 ROKEEFTEID

. EHDOHERIZ,
TTFIRICEEEN TN,

500taka & L < 1% 1000taka A3Hl

D=5 T, ERRICEEINTZEHE R LI-b0O0n, XFEATHD, 2B, EduMatch OFHE X
2B T1656 AN TH D,

Iz, &4 O EduMatch FHF 2DV T, #E[D EduMatch remittance NEM I N7~ B OS5 A ER LTS

DR, MESTHDH, FREEL, ZOBROBMEENHST2T-O, FHAMBAEDOILNSTZ2HDH Z LT
EELTWEEE 0,

X 5 )5 EduMatch remittance D %4 H

o |
N
w0 _|
I=
)
O o
A
o
m -]
o T T T T T
01apr2019 01may2019 01jun2019 01jul2019 01aug2019
Date of first remittance of EduMatch full-scale
7
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53 T—4tv b
KF6 H—_XATT RFITEDH T ES

RECODE of rounda Freq. Percent Cum.
baseline 723 15.62 15.62
M1 548 11.84 27 .46
M2 (two months ago) 748 15.99 43.44
M2 748 15.99 59.43
M3 BEe1 14.28 73.71
M4 622 13.44 87.15
M5 595 12.85 106. 60
Total 4,629 100. 00

AV 7wy a TR CER LT —% 2y MZOWTHAT 5, KE61X, FHTLIT—%t&y
FDZ Ty ROV TN EER LoD ThD, BMTTOOT Uy FOT—2 2T 2,
HEETAREIRELTUE, 2T =AM 05 22007 vy KR SNZZ ERHH, M2 P —1 TiE, £V
AN REZINET D 7201, EeT —ZIZ 2OV, "last 30 days” & ”last 30-60 days” D)5 2N L7z,
M2 Hr—A(F, 2019/ 7 A~ 8 HIZHE I iz (KK 2 %5 M), 1> T, "last 30 days”/% 2019/ 6 H~2019/
7 HIZoW T, ”last 30-60 days”iE 2019/ 5 H~2019/6 HIZOWTIEL7ZH D TH D,
5-4 Summary statistics

K 7%, KROS5 CEMT 5 control variables % Descriptive statistics Td 5, Panel A TiZ.
individual level L <% individual-by-round level ®IEH T T Y V24 % U A b L., Panel B LT
E, AT TV INVEEEY AN LT,

[X|# 8 1%, Baseline balance table Tdh D, ¥ 7 /L%, Baseline survey ORp & CTHEE 5@#E & &
DRERBFEORFIZT 7 BATEWHEOHTHD 65656 L 72> TUW 5, Remittance amount to original
household IZT7 Y NT UV ARFEL TNDH I EIZEEL TWEEE W, 20, ARTHNT S
remittance ~® treatment impact OFHANZB W TIEENDMLEIZR D,

® Baseline survey W 7T, BT B =T EZRW b D TH D72, KFE2 LD /hEV,
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X3 7

Panel A
1) ) @) (4) (%)
VARIABLES N mean sd min max
Shock: HH faced sickness/accident (could not
work more than 2 days) 4,629 0.231 0.422 0 1
Other shocks including Fire/Back
Pay/Strikes/else 4,629 0.101 0.301 0 1
1 if Dhaka respondent is male 723 0.553 0.498 0 1
age 723 27.46 6.571 16 55
1 if Dhaka respondent is married 723 0.748 0.434 0 1
1 if Dhaka respodent is
widow/widower/divorced/separeted 723 0.0539 0.226 0 1
Respo_ndents monthly income (time-invariant) 716 10,968 2.754 0 23,800
(baseline and M2)
1 if any Dhaka HH members have health 793 00650 0247 0 1
problems/are old and cannot work
Total monthly income of Dhaka HH members
other than respondent 723 5,546 6,712 0 100,000
cognitive skill measure 723 4.174 1.576 0 6
Panel B
What is HH head in
City's relaticnship
with respondent? Freq. Percent Cum.
Household Head 470 65.01 65.01
Wife/Husband 229 31.67 96.68
son/Daughter/others 24 3.32 100.00
Total 723 1006.0a
Panel C
Mobile money account
ownership Freq. Percent Cum.
Agent 224 38.98 38.98
Respondent 323 44.67 75.66
Others 43 5.95 81.60
Mot a mobile money user 133 18.48 100.00
Total 723 100.00
Panel D
education Freq. Percent Cum.
No PSC 189 15.88 15.88
P5C 211 29.18 44,26
15C 218 29.85 73.31
55C 87 12.83 85.34
Higher than 55C 186 14.66 166.00
Total 723 100.60
9
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BEs

1) ) (©) (4) (5)
Variable Control Treatment1  Treatment 2 Treatment 1 vs Treatment 2 vs
Group Control Control
Gender of Dhaka respondent(1 if male) 0.562 0.545 0.555 -0.014 -0.010
(0.497) (0.499) (0.498) (0.048) (0.047)
Age of Dhaka respondent 27.769 27.975 26.820 0.191 -0.935
(6.864) (6.473) (6.623) (0.641) (0.637)
1 if Dhaka respondent is married 0.744 0.757 0.725 0.010 -0.015
(0.437) (0.430) (0.448) (0.042) (0.042)
1 if Dhaka respondent is unmarried 0.186 0.188 0.227 0.005 0.038
(0.390) (0.392) (0.420) (0.037) (0.038)
Respondent regular monthly salary 8,754.900 8,572.574 8,564.570 -273.409 -186.844
(3,302.732)  (2,654.270)  (2,739.233) (317.843) (324.168)
msn‘;ﬁ”de”t overtime work pay of last 1477.920 1585117  1434.337 137.105 -34.729
(1,495.266)  (1,503.535)  (1,378.168) (159.174) (152.623)
Respondent overwork hours of last month 34.735 39.568 35.288 5.579 0.771
(36.740) (37.591) (34.760) (3.942) (3.791)
1 if respondent changed factory since 0.099 0.114 0.133 0.011 0.034
census survey
(0.300) (0.318) (0.340) (0.029) (0.030)
::Ot‘a’e’}‘;r;ymd;g’t;cou'd” t this person work 2.285 2,277 2.346 0.021 0.072
(3.943) (3.862) (4.034) (0.375) (0.376)
How often does your household
communicate with the original household 1.475 1.426 1431 -0.043 -0.042
member?
(0.509) (0.525) (0.506) (0.049) (0.048)
How many times did your ho-usehold return 3752 3.901 3877 0.152 0.124
to the original household during 1 year
(3.229) (3.710) (3.385) (0.332) (0.312)
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on a scale of 0-10, how much do you think
GRIPS is reliable?

Total number of household members in
Dhaka (including respondent)

1 if city household has any students
Total asset value (Taka)

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

Total monthly consumption of last 30 days
(Taka)

Food consumption of last 7 days (Taka)

Monthly regular payment (i.e. electric bill)
consumption of last 30 days (Taka)

Irregular consumption of last 12 months
(Taka)

Huge expense of last 12m of
dowry/wedding/medical/house repair(Taka)

Remittance from original household of last
30 days (Taka)

Any other money inflow of last 30 days
(Taka)

9.281
(1.296)
1.992

(0.977)
0.099
(0.300)
25,719.834
(65,329.969)

5,885.666

(8,458.550)
10,253.929

(3,804.242)
1,315.151
(492.995)

3,455.624
(1,515.285)
17,047.459

(13,980.256)

1,404.959
(11,400.355)
0.000
(0.000)
3,082.231

9.059
(1.595)
1.946

(0.904)
0.050
(0.217)
22,099.010

5,325.248

(5,504.101)
10,267.468

(4,221.656)
1,309.099
(504.333)

3,418.015
(1,460.436)
17,425.990

1,930.693

49.505

(703.598)
2,779.554

9.336
(1.344)
1.995

(0.913)
0.071
(0.258)
37,816.258

(57,732.813) (119617.094)

5,429.967

(5,694.323)
10,710.657

(5,169.967)
1,361.249
(670.726)

3,491.602
(1,380.903)
18,682.086

(15,093.161)  (23,654.396)

2,606.635

(13,447.342) (22,473.938)

4.739
(68.843)
4,454.668

-0.226
(0.138)
-0.042

(0.091)
-0.049
(0.025)*
-3,877.372
(5,946.137)

-621.846

(694.871)
7.814

(383.630)
-1.794
(47.733)

-50.348
(142.513)
337.215
(1,391.494)
554.840
(1,187.989)
50.251
(45.557)
-270.824

0.062
(0.124)
0.008

(0.089)

-0.028

(0.027)
12,262.927
(8,927.110)

-429.841

(689.057)
480.787

(423.519)
48.961
(54.934)

46.128
(136.973)
1,651.684

(1,803.637)
1,214.089

(1,647.822)

4.762
(4.435)
1,393.650
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(8,273.924)  (7,698.866) (18,938.658) (769.627) (1,346.996)
Remittance to original household of 1ast 30 5 560517 5989109  2,908.531 -604.197 655.159
days (Taka)
(3,039.641)  (2,646.048)  (2,341.026) (274.975)** (258.342)**
'(“T”aig)ther money outflow of last 30 days 2144545 1741337  1,854.251 -385.500 -281.465
(3,598.523)  (2,832.143)  (2,431.719) (314.008) (293.525)
1 if anyone of Dhaka HH faced sickness / 0.260 0.243 0.251 -0.014 -0.008
accident / injury during last 1 month
(0.440) (0.430) (0.435) (0.042) (0.041)
1 |f_Dhaka HH faced any other shocks 0.087 0.099 0.066 0014 -0.020
during last 1 month
(0.282) (0.299) (0.249) (0.028) (0.025)
1 |f_Dhaka HH faced payment of huge cost 0.017 0.025 0.019 0.009 0.003
during last 12 months
(0.128) (0.156) (0.137) (0.014) (0.012)
Observations 242 202 211 444 453
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5-5 Estimated equations
VLR @ equations TlE. W94l d ITT(Intention to treat) Z:KdH 5,
(1) RCT basic specification

1) yije = Bo + Pitreatment1; + Brtreatment2; + 6X; + y;Shockl;j, + y,Shock2;j, + wj + €
where outcome variable y (amount of remittances) is followed by individual i, factory j, and
month t of each interview. treatmentl; stands for the treatment group of the EduMatch without
giving a trial opportunity; treatment2; stands for the treatment group with giving a trial
opportunity. X; includes control variables at the baseline survey shown in Table 7. Shocks indicate
the shock dummies shown in Table 7. Hje indicate factory—by—time dummies.

OE 2@ Estimated equation %, A& & — K72 RCT @ outcome regression T b, T —XIXT 7
KM2 &% AN T, baseline characteristics % control 34,

(2) Difference-in-difference

2) Vij = Pitreatmentl; x After; + B,treatment2; x After; + 6X; + y,Shockl;j, + y,Shock2;;; +

ystreatmentl; + y,treatment2; + pj; + €5
where after, indicate round M2 and after round M2.
57-DO®® Estimated equation (L. DID (Difference—in—difference) T D, T —# L Baseline survey
LT R M2 WA, DID Z#HWAEIHIL, LY Ei#&IZ Baseline survey (2815 control group &
treatment groups MEV % control T 5720 TH D, AKTHNIE, randomization BNFEBETHILIL Z it
RN, KFETH—%4 v b L9 5 remittance amounts % Baseline balance W ARFZEETHH I LR DI -
TW5 (X 8), 728, identification assumption T 5 common trend assumption |%. randomization
WXV TnasboEE2xHN5,

(8) Event study

WIZ, Equationff2 #N— R & L7z, event study #1779, 7272 L. Equation#f2 &%, before/after DEF
EERLT, #EEZ XV IEMIZTAZEEZID, T7obb, event OREDERMAE, 77 FL~ULTlE7%
< . EduMatch remittances Z 37 H( D 45 7~ month-level THFET S (B : 5 H 1 5 HIZ EduMatch
remittances 52TV thd =72 & 4/15~5/15 73 event period 0 & 72 %), T—HIZT_XTOHOT T KD
bDEHND,

Z D4, EduMatch % take—up L CUMRV) treatment group respondents 3 & TN control group (ZH1)
% event period 0 LIXWNDROMNICET DERMBMLIEL 2D, T 2T, take—up L7z BAF (X3 5 2 H)
@ Mean % & - T 2019/6/8 % event period 0 &3 5,

5-6 Empirical results
(1) Main result 1
X 91X, Main result 1 Z/-RLTCTW5, (1), (3) 2 equationtl ZfHW=H D, (2), (4) 72 equationf2 %
W7t DO ThHsD, Z 2T, coefficient of interest DfERIZ. U TFTDO L HITHEDITTE 5,
e Remittance without EduMatch WERIZARS T 47 1 7T KA v
e Remittance without EduMatch IZEWTHBETIZZRW : 7TV KA THEZ I U K7 M THARWN
e Remittance without EduMatch ICBWTCHEEIWL XTI T 47 : VT T RT7 7k
e Remittance WABIZARTT 47 777 K7 v MIEE TWiRW
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X% 9
1) (2) 3) 4)

remittance  remittance
remittance remittance  (without (without
EduMatch) EduMatch)

VARIABLES
1 if treatment group 1 475 350
(345) (346)
1 if treatment group 2 553* 492*
(272) (277)
Treatment 1 * After 798* 672
(418) (418)
Treatment 2 * After 900*** 834***
(298) (301)
Observations 674 1,389 674 1,389
R-squared .168 133 165 131
Mean 2957.102 2957.102 2910.31 2910.31
DID - Yes - Yes

Notes: Standard errors are clustered with factory-by-month. Dependent variables are the amount
of remittances. Regression (1)-(4) include factory fixed effects and month fixed effects.
Regression (1)-(4) control for respondents’ characteristics—which include two types of shock
variables—shown in Table 7. Regression (1) and (3) additionally control for the amount of
remittances at the baseline survey.

WEoT, MEINDIZZ T T RT U MOIEHUIA O LW, [T R4 LI, 750 R8T D
b7 T RS UHEETWHRN] DRIBEINTWD,
(2) Main result 2
X#* 1 0, 1 1 TlL, Remittance & Remittance not including EduMatch DWW HIZ-DWTH . event
study ZAT S TEfER PR EN TN D, WTHIZBW TS, (770 (] b LIE I FT UMb T
T RAUHEE TV PRI TVD,
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6 Conclusions

ARTIE, ATl b U F =g op, HBEETBHEOERSITINCG 2 BB L~ #
# Regression specifications DATRERIZ, G HL (v F 2T 770 ROZEEZITTZEIE., B
TFHEIIHITCA~OESFEER ST =T K7 U N) Z—HL Treject L7z, 15T, HBEEH@HE D%
BTN E T ZEE, [V R4 bLLKIE VT RA 87T 0 R7 T RbEETHRND] OV
nnchsn, $hbb, vy T Ty KOG GEEEANCKEL ALY D) 2 AR—HNLT
WD,

AFEOSITIE., BB HEE N RE LB ESN TS, 5%, o HFEARE L [ZiTH-
TEEH) ICOWVWTHRBEO O 2+ 2 & T, LBEERoirE 7562 R TE5, 72, LY I UK
AUNEEEZOTHNIE, MEFEE LTHRAELEZDD (HEZRBLIEZO), BEAHL LD Y)
NERERD,

AREIL, A7 0V =7 FTITORAMIEO—ITBE 2\, 5%, 4V F—_0 v a VOEEHE TOEE
R trial OMERFER L, ZHMNARSTEMZ T, ~vF 777 ROAREZBIEL TV,
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