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Table 1: Demographic characteristics of survey respondents in the five communities

COLOMBIA ! ETHIOPIA 1t PHILIPPINES ! UGANDA 1 ZIMBABWE ! TOTAL
DEMOGRAPHICS No. % 1 No. % 1 No. % 1 No. % 1 No. % 1 No. %
Number of households 85 L 240 225 1369 | 204 L 1,123
Sample I I I I I
Resurveyed household 60 7% 1 201 84% 1 194 86% 1 76 21% 1+ 173 85% 1 704 63%
Reserve list-household 0 0% , 5 2% | 6 3% 1 33 9% | 4 2% | 48 4%
New household 25 2% ' 34 14% 1 25 1% 1 259 0% v 27 13% 1 370 33%
Gender I I I I I
Female 85 61% | 240 50% ! 225 57% ! 369 50% | 204 50% ! 1,123 52%
Male 54 39% 1+ 240 50% 1 169 43% 1 369 50% 1 204 50% 1 1,036 48%
Total 139 100% | 480 100% | 394 100% , 738 100% | 408  100% , 2,159 100%
Sample I I I I I
Households with women only 31 %% , 0 0% , 56 25% , 0 0% , O 0% , 87 8%
Households with both women and ! ! ! ! !
men 54 64% : 240 100% : 169 75% : 369 100% : 204 100% : 1,036 92%
Total 85 100% ' 240 100% + 225 100% ' 369 100% '+ 204 100% + 1,123 100%
Number of family members : : : : :
Mean (SD) 3.7(14) ' 7(23) L7(3) ' 6(27) ' 5(19) ' 6.3(27)
Min-Max 1-8 o 2-13 o 2-17 v 2-17 i 2-10 o 1-17
Households with children age<=6 : : : : :
No child age<=6 67 79% 43 18% 1 69 3M% + 77 21% 1 57 28% 1 313 28%
Has child age<=6 18 21% : 197 82% : 156 69% : 292 79% : 147 72% : 810 72%
Number of children age<=6/per I I I I I
household : : : : :
1 1 1 1 14 1
Mean (SD) 1.1(0.2) Lo21(1) ' 21(11) Loo1) ' (0.6) ' 1.96 (1)
Min-Max 1-2 : 1-5 : 1-7 : 1-7 : 1-5 : 1-7
1 1 1 1 1
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Table 2: Time use of adult women and men

COLOMBIA | ETHIOPIA | PHILIPPINES | UGANDA | ZIMBABWE | TOTAL
TIME ALLOCATION Mean Mean Mean  Mean Mean  Mean Mean  Mean Mean  Mean Mean  Mean
E " T-test E W T-test E " T-test E I T-test E " T-test E " T-test
Care work as primary activity 493 147 T4 | 645 029 3193 | 658 104 2277 | 412 145  2043™ | 575 144  1653™ | 542 099  41.89™
| | | - | |
Leisure as primary activity 4.00 478 215 1 513 6.47 -6.33™* 1 462 5.78 441 1 3.66 557  10.14™* 1 566 6.83 379" 1 457 6.02 -12.64**
Sleep as primary activity 735 831 264" | 817 758 346" | 783 175 05 | 985 936 361 | 903 877 13 | 884 851 401
Care work as primary or secondary activity 6.07 1.46 8.44™ 1 903 0.72 27.92"* 1 846 1.5 238™ 1 514 1.56 2127 1 735 1.87 1577 1 7.06 1.41 40.54***
Any care responsibility (includes care as ! ! ! ! !
primary, care as secondary, supervision: child, : : : : :
and supervision: adult) 15.87 8.74 5.66"* , 1522 2.9 2238 | 1641 3.04 2312 | 13.06 6.02  19.06™ |, 10.84 2.75 17.07* | 1382  4.31 38.14
Productive / paid work (as primary) 5.74 7.87 -3.01* : 2.92 6.83 -13.86** : 1.6 5.92 -12.34** : 5.6 6.27 -2.89* : 244 5.94 -10.88*** : 3.7 6.36 -17.87%*
Total work (includes productive work and care) | 1067~ 9.04  281% | 937 742 T.7™ | 818 696  374™ | 972 742 1034™ | 819  7.38 234 | 914 735 1274™
Leisure, personal care (as either primary or 1 1 1 1 1
secondary) 4.98 5.67 -193 ' 2089 21.08 047 Vv 74 8.27 2.77% 1 1653 1781  -599** 1 1977 2151 -3.94%* 11604  17.11 -6.45**
Hours in which at least two care activities : : : : :
(includes care as primary, care as secondary, . . . . .
supervision: child, and supervision: adult) 5.93 1.87 5.21™ ;| 726 0.66 16.09** , 8.95 1.33 19.48* | 453 15 16.21** , 5.06 0.81 11.69** ;| 6.06 1.16 29.64***
1 1 1 1
F M Pearson , F M Pearson | F M Pearson | F M Pearson | F M Pearson | F M Pearson
chi2 1 Col  chig 1 chi2 1 Col  chiz 1 Col  chig 1 Col chi2
Col%  Col% 1 Col% % 1 Col% Col% 1 _Col% % 1 Col% % 1 % Col %
In the past 24 hours, have you been ! ! ! ! !
responsible for looking after a child (<18 years ! ! ! ! !
old) 301, .34 | 84.18" 3346 | 70977 | 205"
No 283 444 1 138 39.7 1 16.6 65.7 1249 453 127 68.6 1215 51.9
Yes M7 556 | 863 603 | 834 343 | 754 547 LT3 314 | 785 481
In the past 24 hours, have you been 1 1 1 1 1
responsible for looking after a dependent adult 013 1 9.14™ 8.77* 1 129 1 054 4.51*
No 943 926 | 811 95 84 941 | 894 867 D912 934 | 886 914
Yes 5.7 74 1129 5 116 59 1106 13.3 1 88 6.9 1 114 8.6
Is there any activity that you did not do : : : : :
yesterday but that you usually do? 209 9.97% | 3.99% 432* | 036 0.75
No 453 59.3 AW 83.7 1 639 74 1 60.2 526 1 588 55.9 1 624 64.3
Yes 547 407 | 283 163 | 361 2 | 398 474 L4112 444 | 376 357
Is there any activity that you did yesterday but 1 1 1 1 1
that you usually do not do? 157 1 09 1 274 177 1 0.01 1 0.18
No 491 614 | 933 954 L 722 799 | 715 669 755 76 | 763 771
Yes 50.9 38.9 167 4.6 1278 20.1 I 285 33.1 1245 24 1237 22.9

***p<0.001, ** p<0.01, * p<0.05. Boldface type indicates statistically significant results.
Note: Table shows results of paired-sample t-test. This test runs only for paired samples, and automatically excludes observations (i.e. households) where no woman-man pair is available (i.e. no men were interviewed for this household).
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Table 3a: Value and skills attributed to 12 types of care tasks (6) and productive tasks (6)

COLOMBIA | ETHIOPIA | PHILIPPINES | UGANDA | ZIMBABWE | TOTAL
PERCEPTION OF TYPES OF WORK Mean Mean Mean  Mean : Mean  Mean Mean  Mean : Mean  Mean T- : Mean  Mean
F " T-value F m T-value . F I T-value F " T-value . F M value 1 F " T-value
ABSOLUTE MEASURES i i : | |
1 1 1 1 1
Value . . . . .
How valuable is meal preparation? 3.02 4.58 291 1 274 5.58 -10.65*** 1 2.83 6.5 -12.69"* 1 43 6.06 173 1 381 596  -6.48* 1 353 592 -17.76**
How valuable is planting/harvesting crops? 6.72 498 3.27* : 4.86 3.82 4,95 : 6.12 4.79 4,43 : 5.53 4.89 2.79* : 5.95 5.29 1.96 : 5.61 4.71 7.03**
How valuable is cleaning house or compound? 3.81 5.77 3.7 1624 8.44 .74 148 7.33 -8.25* 1 563 5.95 147 ' 6.04 716 -3.68"* ! 562 6.98 -10.33**
How valuable is drying/processing an ; ; ; ; ;
agricultural product? 6.62 6.08 .01, 6.36 5.62 3.29% | 6.56 5.75 245 | 546 5.52 026 |, 6.59 6.61 006 , 6.13 5.82 2.4
How valuable is caring for children? 417 4.94 -1.36 : 4.79 5.59 -3.59*** : 5.07 712 -6.31% : 433 3.89 213 : 4.55 4.78 -0.81 : 4.59 5.04 -3.61%
How valuable is carpentry/making furniture? 1043 8.42 3.85* | 926 7.32 8.6 | 935 6.58 8.68* , 9.72 9.42 156 | 8.73 7.78 341 939 8.1 10.57*
How valuable is caring for elderly, ill, disabled? 8.1 8.91 -1.41 : 10.11 9.78 1.65 : 8.09 8.37 -1.03 : 7.18 6.49 31 : 5.99 5.95 0.16 : 7.82 7.57 2.05*
How valuable is house construction/repair? 9.85 7.57 3.9 1 6.02 4.56 5.48** | 8.82 5.9 8.72** , 8.18 7.62 242 | 745 6.11 443  1.72 6.33 10.07**
How valuable is fuel or water collection? 713 708 011 | 8 904 421 | 719 634 249* | 685 754 302 | 627 603 08 | 707 737 -2.28*
How valuable is selling products/trading? 6.91 6.55 062 1 84 7 5.23** 1 583 5.95 032 1 751 7.66 067 1 787 7.98 -0.38 1 748 7.23 1.91
How valuable is taking care of farm animals? 583 506 16 |, 372 226  6T6™ | 821 494  926™ | 605 494 497 | 764 58  5T6™ | 617 45 1272
How valuable is washing, ironing, mending 1 1 1 1 1
clothes? 54 8.08 -5.35%* 1 75 9 -6.05** 1 513 8.43 -11.86** 1 7.29 7.99 =342 1 741 856  -4.97"* 1 6.85 8.41 -12.56***
Perception of skills required for tasks : : : : :
How much skill needed for meal preparation? 4.74 5.72 -144 1 516 6.06 284 1 502 6.26 -3.65%* 1 579 7.28 -6.95%* 1 6.78 7.61 -242* 1 566 6.82 -8.15%
How much skill needed for planting/harvesting ! ! ! ! !
crops? 54 538 004 | 501 48 08 , 53 514 047 | 516 49 123 |, 57 605 09 , 52 517 0.72
How much skill needed for cleaning house or | | | | |
compound? 5.08 6.68 2.74* | 8.77 9.02 A17 0 17 8.05 A7 0 793 8.39 222 | 754 7.77 08 1 786 8.27 -3.39*+
How much skill needed for drying/processing 1 1 1 1 1
an agricultural product? 6.11 5.08 1.7 : 6.83 6.1 3.39%* : 5.31 5.7 -1.23 : 5.08 5.03 0.27 : 6.24 6.55 -1.06 : 5.81 5.69 0.95
How much skill needed for caring for children? 5.08 5.36 04 1 46 4.97 155 1 768 7.37 097 1 568 53 174 1 5.09 5.36 093 1 561 5.57 0.28
How much skill needed for carpentry/making 1 1 1 1 1
furniture? 9.58 7.58 3.52%** 1 6,09 6.09 0 I 5.9 478 3.89"* | 6.38 5.82 227 ' 621 5.54 228 ' 6.38 5.75 4.58**
How much skill needed for caring for elderly, ill : : : : :
disabled? 8.43 8.04 058 , 9.07 8.97 045 | 7.76 8.5 243 | 736 7.04 159 , 535 5.57 073 | 748 7.49 -0.04
How much skill needed for house 1 1 1 1 1
construction/repair? 8.36 5.98 431" 1 337 3.24 062 1 643 3.96 7.73** 1 6.08 5.05 4.53** 1 551 4.38 3.56* 1 552 437 8.78"
How much skill needed for fuel or water ! ! ! ! !
collection? 6.75 713 063 | 974 905 342 | 84T 855 028 | 819 874  272% | 705 686 07 } 83 8.32 -0.24
How much skill needed for selling . . . . .
products/trading? 6.55 6.23 054 | 691 6.87 013 | 354 463 -3.62°* | 6.61 6.48 0.6 1 726 743 -064 | 63 6.44 -1.12
How much skill needed for taking care of farm 1 1 1 1 1
animals? 5.55 5.87 051 ' 346 341 019 ' 643 6.21 065 ' 575 547 138 ' 6.99 6.14 28 1 556 5.27 2.38*
How much skill needed for washing, ironing, : : : : :
mending clothes? 6.38 8.96 4127 | 8.99 9.39 192 |, 84 8.86 163 , 798 8.51 =294 | 827 8.74 191 , 826 8.84 -5.29**
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Combined value of care work 3106 3952  -621™ | 3938 4722  -1331%* | 3311 441 144" | 3551 3796  -463" | 3377 3843 673" |, 3544 4128  -18.25"
Combined skills of care work 3578 4193 -375%* ! 4632 4727 169 ! 4503 4758 -3.3* ! 4203 4525  -466™ ' 4009 419  -2.37* ' 4313 4527  -6.94™
1 1 1 1 1
RELATIVE MEASURES : : : : :
Value of care work relative to paid work 0.71 11 -604™ ! 109 166 431 ! 08 144 4305 | 09 103 453 ! 081 105 665" ! 09 125  -18.58"
Skills of care work relative to paid work 093 126 367 | 153 166  -281% | 152 168  -269% | 137 151  -389% | 117 127  216* | 137 151 -6.5
1 1 1 1 1
F M Pearson ; F M Pearson ; F M Pearson F M Pearson ; F M Pearso ; F M Pearson
Col% Col% M2 ' cor% coi% M2 )\ coi% col% M2 | co% col% M2 | cor% coi% M2 | coi% cCol%  chi2
Which domestic work or care activity is 1 1 1 1 1
most problematic for your family ! ! ! ! !
None 377 519 665 , 25 163 7948 |, 47 36  1586* | 5.1 6  2047* |, 123 18 176 , 75 115 4037
Water collection 38 37 ' 33 5 ' 36 36 ' 149 108 ' 176 101 ' 103 9.6
Fuel collection 75 74 | 174 146 P 112 166 |25 144 | 446 4656 P23 208
Meal preparation 75 74 : 488 343 : 118 118 : 73 5.7 : 44 44 : 17.1 13.1
Cleaning the house or compound 226 9.3 10 21 1 89 10.1 1 08 0.3 1 15 15 1 3.2 3
Washing, mending, ironing clothes 9.4 7.4 L 67 13 | 249 178 | 35 46 | 34 34 .8 5.9
Caring for children 57 1.1 1208 13 1272 189 1304 415 1 88 78 o2 23
Caring for elderfy 38 19 L 08 13 | 36 13 | 152 152 | 69 44 L 7T 88
Caring for community members 1.9 0 0 12.1 44 47 ' 05 1.6 ' 05 1 A 43

***p<0.001, ** p<0.01, * p<0.05. Boldface type indicates statistically significant results.

Note: Table shows results of paired-sample t-test. This test runs only for paired samples, and automatically excludes observations (i.e. households) where no woman-man pair is available (i.e. no men

were interviewed for this household).
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Table 3b: Recognition of women’s contribution to household and potentially problematic nature of care work

COLOMBIA ;,  ETHIOPIA | PHILIPPINES , UGANDA | ZIMBABWE , TOTAL
RECOGNITION ! ! ! ! !
N % ' N % ' N % ' N % ' N % ! N %
Who makes the most significant contribution - response by ! ! ! ! !
woman 1 1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1 1
Wife or other woman in the household 3B 4% 32 13% 1 187 83% 1 94 25% 1 99  49% 447 40%
Husband or other man in the household 7 8%, 18 78% , 34 15%, 193  52%, 80 39% , 500  45%
Who makes the most significant contribution - response by man ! ! ! ! !
Wife or other woman in the household 14 22%, 123 51% , 144  85% , 108  29% , 106 52% , 495  48%
Hushand or other man in the household 4 6% ' 116 48% ! 22 13% ' 179 49% ' 53 26% ! 374 36%
Which domestic work or care activity is most problematic for your : : : : :
family (in terms of mobility, health and time burden)? 1 1 1 1 1
Woman’s and man’s responses are different 69 81% , 178 4% , 166 4% | 246 67% ; 127  62% , 786 70%
Woman’s and man’s responses are identical 16 19% 1 62 26% 1 59 26% 1+ 123 3% v 77 38%1 337 30%
Total 85 100% , 240 100% , 225  100% , 369  100% , 204 100% , 1,123  100%
Recognition of woman's contribution to the household (! : : : : :
No recognition 0 0% 1 85 35% 1 5 2% 1 110 30% 1 32 16% 1 232 21%
Some recognition 3B M%, 129 54% ) 8 3%, 142  38%, 67 3%, 456 41%
Highest recognition 7 8% 1 13 5% 1 124 55% 1 30 8% v 69  34% 243 22%
1 1 1 1 1
Recognition that domestic work can possibly be problematic I I 1 1 1
No recognition 12 14% 0 0% | 2 1% | 3 1%, 10 5% | 27 2%
Some recognition 42 49% 1 45 19% 1 13 6% 1 35 9% 1 29 14% 1 164 15%
Highest recognition 31 36%, 195 81% , 210  93% , 331 90% ; 165 81% , 932 83%
Total 85 100% r 240 100% 1 225 100% '+ 369 100% ' 204 100% + 1,123 100%

Note (): No recognition means neither man nor woman named wife or other woman in the household as making the most significant contribution to the household’s well-

being. Some recognition means either woman or man named wife or other woman in the household as making the most significant contribution. Highest recognition means

both woman and man named wife or other woman in the household as making the most significant contribution to the household’s well-being.

Note @: No recognition means neither man nor woman named any care task as problematic for the family. Some recognition means either woman or man named at least
one care task as being problematic for the family. Highest recognition means both woman and man named at least one care task as being problematic for the family.
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Table 4: Distribution of care hours among women and men

VARIABLES COLOMBIA ETHIOPIA PHILIPPINES UGANDA ZIMBABWE TOTAL
RATIO OF MEN’S/WOMEN'S HOURS: CARE AS PRIMARY ! ! ! ! !
ACTIVITY i i i i i
Original variable : : : : :
Mean (SD) 03(046) | 007(29) | 02(5 | 032(54) | 04(83) | 0.25(58)
Min-Max 00006-2 | .00007-25 ! .00006-4 | .00008-4 | .00008-7 | .00006-7
Number of observations 49 o237 1 168 1 31 I 195 1 1,000
LOG transformed version : : : : :
Mean (SD) 49(398) | -78(25) | -52(37) i -43(37) | -48(4) | -54(38)
Min-Max 97-07 | 955-09 | 97-14 | 94-14 | -94-19 | -97-195
Binary version : : : : :
Ratio <1 87% i 9% i 9% i 883% i 872% |  915%
Ratio >=1 143% ! 3% ! 3% Lo1MT% L 128% | 85%
RATIO OF MEN’S'WOMEN’S HOURS: ANY CARE | | | | |
RESPONSIBILITY | | | | |
Original variable 06(73) 1 03(7) | 023(57) | 05(66) | 04(1.04) | 04(76)
Mean (SD) 00004-4 i .00004-5 i .00004-55 i .00004-5 i .00004-85 i .00004-85
Min-Max 52 230 i 169 i 365 i 198 i 1023
Number of observations | | | | |
LOG transformed version | i i i i
Mean (SD) 2132 | AT(4) | -48(4) | -29(365 | -42(4) | -39(39
Min-Max A0-14 1 0-16 | A0-17 @ 0-16 | -10-2 | -10-2
Binary version i i i i i
Ratio <1 769% i 929% | 953% i 849% i  914% i  89.3%
Ratio >=1 84% 0 7% i 47% i 151% i  86% |  107%
RATIO OF BOYS'/GIRLS’ HOURS ON CARE WORK | | | | |
(as reported by mothers) : : : : :
Original variable : : : : :
Mean (SD) 206(63) | 128(608) | 52(2086) | 528(1755) | 67.7(2107) | 436(168)
Min-Max 0.001-200 i 0.001-500 ; 0.001-1600 | 0.001-1300 | 0.0005-1300 i 0.0005- 1600
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Number of observations 10 i 187 i 156 i 242 i 100 i 695
LOG transformed version E E E E E

Mean (SD) 19(@4) i 33 i 11335 i 0935 I -05(34) i -14(36)

Min-Max 7-5 \ 75-6 | -715-74 .  7-7 i -16-72 | -16-74
Binary version : : : : :

Ratio <1 60% i 77% i 539% i 517% i 47.0% i 584%

Ratio >=1 40% ! 23% L 462% | 484% | 530% | 41.6%

Note!: Ratio calculations exclude households with one woman only (n=87) and households where the woman reported spending 0 hours on care as a primary activity (n=41)
or any care responsibility (n=16).

Note2: Overall in all five countries, n=617 men (59.56% of all men) reported spending 0 hours on care as a primary activity, and n=357 (34.46% of all men) reported spending
0 hours on any care responsibility. For further calculations, 0 has been replaced with 0.001.

Ratio <1 means that men/boys spend less hours on care as a primary activity relative to women/girls.

Ratio >=1 means that men/boys spend equal or more hours on care as a primary activity relative to women/girls.
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Table 5a: Multiple regression: association between recognition of care work and redistribution of care hours—absolute value and significance
of care work

REDISTRIBUTION OF HOURS REDISTRIBUTION OF HOURS
VARIABLES CARE AS PRIMARY ACTIVITY (LOG) ANY CARE RESPONSIBILITY (LOG)
| Model1 Model2 | __ Modell Model 2
B 95% ClI B 95% ClI B 95% CI B 95% CI

Recognition of care work by women -0.05* [-0.09;-0.0004]  -0.03  [-0.09;0.03] [ -0.06 [-0.13;0.01] -0.03  [-0.11;0.06]
Recognition of care work by men -0.03 [-0.10; 0.04] 0.04**  [0.02;0.06] | -0.06* [-0.11;-0.01] -0.00  [-0.03;0.03]
Recognition of woman's contribution to household -0.36 [-0.93; 0.20] -0.33  [-0.89;023] | -0.57* [1.03;-0.11] -0.56* [-1.08;-0.05]
Recognition of problematic care work -0.10 [-1.17; 0.98] -0.11 [-1.06;0.84] | 044  [-023;110] 042  [-0.33;1.16]
Woman's age -0.01 [-0.02; 0.00] -0.01*  [-0.02;-0.00] | -0.03* [-0.06;-0.00] -0.04* [-0.08;-0.01]
Man's age -0.00 [-0.02; 0.02] -0.00 [-0.03;0.03] [ 002 [-0.03,0.08 003 [-0.03;0.09]
Number of household members -0.08* [-0.15; -0.01] -0.09* [-0.15;-0.03] | 0.04  [-0.13;0.22] 0.03  [-0.15;0.21]
Household has child below age six 0.36 [-0.44; 1.16] 0.38 [-0.47;1.22] | 0.55*  [0.00;1.10]  0.60*  [0.14; 1.07]
Household has dependent adult 0.08 [-1.50; 1.66] 0.28 [-1.24;1.80] | 034 [-1.21;1.88] 054  [-0.72;1.80]
Woman's decision-making power -0.56 [-2.24;1.12] -0.23 [-2.24;1.79] 0.97 [-2.33; 4.27] 1.50 [-2.02; 5.03]
Household assets 0.02 [-0.09; 0.14] 0.03 [-0.08;0.13] | 0.05 [-0.18;029] 0.05  [-0.17;0.27]
Woman has savings 0.03 [-0.39; 0.46] 0.06 [-0.37;048] | 0.02 [-0.58;0.61] 0.07  [-0.63;0.77]
Country effects

Colombia 0.20 [-0.58; 0.97] 0.29 [-0.69; 1.27] | 2.38**  [1.30;3.46] 244 [1.14;3.74]

Ethiopia -2.49*** [-3.14;-1.84]  -3.00* [-3.71;-2.30] | -0.14  [1.01;0.74] -0.87  [-1.93;0.18]

Philippines -0.08 [-0.74; 0.58] 029 [-087;029] | -0.29 [-1.12;0.54] -046  [-1.79;0.87]

Uganda 0.49 [-0.04; 1.01] 0.42 [-0.23;1.08] | 0.94*  [0.43;1.44] 0.95  [0.15;1.75]
Constant -0.34 [-5.06; 4.37] -3.51* [-6.52;-050] | -1.18  [6.42;4.07] -453 [-11.41;2.34]
Number of observations 783 783 796 796
R-squared Adjusted 0.15 0.15 0.08 0.06

% 1<0.001, ** p<0.01, * p<0.05

Note: Model 1 uses recognition of value of care work; Model 2 uses recognition of significance of care work
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Table 5b: Multiple regression: association between recognition of care work and redistribution of care hours—value and significance of care

work relative to paid work

REDISTRIBUTION OF HOURS REDISTRIBUTION OF HOURS
__________ CARE AS PRIMARY ACTIVITY (LOG) | _ _ ANY CARE RESPONSIBILITY (LOG)
VARIABLES T Modelt " Model2 " |""""Model1 __  Model2
B 95% ClI B 95% ClI B 95% ClI B 95% ClI

Recognition of care work by women -0.97*  [-1.81;-0.13] -0.30 [-1.26;0.67] | -1.08 [258;043] -0.31 [-1.71; 1.09]
Recognition of care work by men -0.31 [-1.53;0.92]  0.45* [0.06;0.84] | -1.10* [-1.86;-0.34] -0.13  [-0.30; 0.04]
Recognition of woman's contribution to household 036  [-0.90;0.19] -0.35 [-0.92;0.22] | -0.56* [-1.03;-0.08] -0.57* [-1.09;-0.06]
Recognition of problematic care work -0.08 [-1.16;1.000 -0.11 [-1.10; 0.89] 0.46 [-0.20;1.12] 0.43 [-0.32;1.17]
Woman's age -0.01 [-0.02;0.00] -0.01* [-0.02;-0.00] | -0.03* [-0.06;-0.00] -0.04* [-0.08;-0.01]
Man's age -0.00 [-0.02;0.02] -0.00 [-0.03; 0.03] 0.02 [-0.03; 0.08] 0.03 [-0.03; 0.09]
Number of household members -0.08* [-0.14;,-0.02] -0.09* [-0.15;-0.03] | 0.04  [-0.14;0.22] 0.03 [-0.15; 0.21]
Household has child below age six 0.36 [-0.44; 1.16] 0.38 [-0.49;1.24] | 0.57*  [0.03;1.10]  0.61* [0.13; 1.09]
Household has dependent adult 0.08 [-1.48; 1.64] 0.28 [-1.26; 1.82] 0.34 [-1.18; 1.85] 0.54 [-0.74;1.82]
Woman's decision-making power -0.51 [-2.24;1.23] -0.29 [-2.19; 1.60] 1.00 [-2.36; 4.35] 1.49 [-2.05; 5.03]
Household assets 0.02 [-0.09; 0.13] 0.03 [-0.08; 0.14] 005  [-0.17;0.27] 0.05 [-0.17; 0.27]
Woman has savings 0.04 [-0.36; 0.44] 0.06 [-0.33; 0.46] 0.03  [-0.54;0.60] 0.08 [-0.63; 0.79]
Country effects

Colombia 0.21 [-0.54; 0.96] 0.31 [-0.65;1.27] | 2.40*  [1.37;3.42] 243* [1.15;3.70]

Ethiopia -2.55** [-3.17;-1.93] -3.07** [-3.63;-2.51] | -0.08 [-0.91;0.75] -0.91 [-1.85; 0.04]

Philippines -0.10 [-0.82;0.61]  -0.30 [-0.78;0.17] | -0.19  [1.10;0.71] -0.44  [-1.67;0.78]

Uganda 0.50 [-0.02; 1.01] 0.41 [-0.18;1.00] | 0.93*  [0.45;1.41]  0.94* [0.18; 1.70]
Constant 193  [-6.36;250] -3.26 [-6.90;0.37] | -3.61 [9.09;186] -522 [-10.93;0.50]
Number of observations 783 783 796 796
R-squared Adjusted 0.15 0.14 0.09 0.06

% 0<0.001, ** p<0.01, * p<0.05

Note: Model 1 uses recognition of value of care work; Model 2 uses recognition of significance of care work
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Table 6: Representation of women

1 1 1 1 1
REPRESENTATION COLOMBIA E ETHIOPIA E PHILIPPINES E UGANDA E ZIMBABWE |,  TOTAL
1
No. % 1 No. % 1 No. % 1 No. % 1 No. % 1 No. %
DECISION-MAKING | | | | |
Decisions about children’s schooling and health : : : : :
Myself 38 45% ' 19 8% | 107 48% | 47 13% | 58 28% | 269  24%
My partner 1 1% ! 23 10% ! 23 10% ! 85 28% ' 1T 8% ' 149 13%
Someone else 0 0% 1 0 0% 3 1% 4 1% 1 0 0% + 7 1%
Myself and my partner jointly 41 49% , 197 82% , 81 36% , 218 59% , 121 59% , 658  59%
Someone else and me jointly 2 2% | 0 0% | 3 % | 0 0% , 3 % | 8 1%
Not applicable 2 2% ! 1 0% ! 8 4% 1 14 4% 1 5 2% 1+ 30 3%
Total 84 100%, 240  100%, 225  100%, 368  100% . 204  100%, 1,21  100%
To what extent do you think you can influence or ! ! ! ! !
change this decision? : : : : :
Not at all 32 73% | 34 15% | 10 9% | 90 29% | 26 18% | 192 23%
To some extent 8 18% ! 143 65% ! 42 38% ! 144 47% ' 35 25% ' 372 45%
To a large extent 4 9% 42 19% 1 47 43% 1 49 16% 1 74 52% 1 216 26%
Not applicable 0 0% , 1 0% , 11 10% , 24 8% , 6 4% | 42 5%
Total 44 100% ! 220 100% ' 110 100% ! 307 100% ! 141 100% ' 822  100%
Decisions about your own health and when to go to I I I I I
the doctor : : : : :
Myself 67 80% 1 18 8% 1 113 50% 1+ 116 32% 1+ 83 4% v 397 35%
My partner 1 1% , 24 10% . 40 18% , 63 17% , 41 20% . 169  15%
Someone else 0 0% , O 0% , 3 1% , 5 1% | 1 0% , 9 1%
Myself and my partner jointly 15 18% ' 198 83% ' 62 28% ' 181 49% 78 38% ' 534 48%
Someone else and me jointly 1 1% 0 0% 5 2% 0 0% 1 1 0% « 7 1%
Not applicable 0 0% , O 0% , 2 1% , 3 1% , 0 0% , 5 0%
Total 84 100% ! 240 100% ' 225  100% ' 368 100% ' 204 100% ' 1,121 100%
To what extent do you think you can influence or I I I I I
change this decision? : : : : :
Not at all 10 59% 1 26 2% 1 15 14% 1 76 3% 1 24 20% 1 151 21%
To some extent 4 24% , 136 61% , 50 45% , 116 47% , 32 26% , 338  47%
To a large extent 3 18% , 60 21% | 4 37% | 42 17% | 58 48% | 204 28%
Not applicable 0 0% ! 0 0% 4 4% 1 15 6% ' 7 6% ' 26 4%
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3)

4)

5)

Total
Small daily purchases (e.g. food, toiletries)
Myself
My partner
Someone else
Myself and my partner jointly
Someone else and me jointly
Not applicable
Total
To what extent do you think you can influence or
change this decision?
Not at all
To some extent
To a large extent
Not applicable

Total
Decisions about large purchases (e.g. land, cattle, cell
phone)

Myself

My partner

Someone else

Myself and my partner jointly
Someone else and me jointly
Not applicable

Total
To what extent do you think you can influence or
change this decision?

Not at all

To some extent
To a large extent
Not applicable
Total

Decisions about how many children to have and
spacing of children

Myself
My partner

17
11

30

24
12

39

84

37
13

57

33

100%

64%
4%
0%

31%
1%
0%

100%

57%
37%
3%
3%
100%

29%
14%
4%
46%
4%
4%
100%

65%
23%
11%
2%
100%

39%
1%

222

145

240

12
67
16

95

27
49

163

240

45
148
19

212

21
10

100%

60%
0%
0%

39%
0%
0%

100%

13%
1%
17%
0%
100%

1%
20%
0%
68%
0%
0%
100%

21%
70%
9%
0%
100%

9%
4%

110

156
22

37

225

29
25

66

49
80

84

225

27
7
61
13
172

71
34

100%

69%
10%
1%
16%
2%
1%
100%

9%
44%
38%

9%
100%

22%
36%
1%
37%
3%
2%
100%

16%
41%
35%
8%
100%

32%
15%

249

168
30

165

368

58
N

35
14
198

13
109

238

368

108
167
51

27
353

55
46

100%

46%
8%
1%

45%
0%
1%

100%

29%
46%
18%
7%
100%

4%
30%
1%
65%
0%
1%
100%

31%
47%
14%
8%
100%

15%
13%

121

101
26

75

204

1"
25
61

103

45

153

204

38
55
99

200

31
25

100%

50%
13%
0%
37%
0%
0%
100%

1%
24%
59%
6%
100%

1%
22%
0%
75%
0%
0%
100%

19%
28%
50%
4%
100%

15%
12%

719

624
82

397

1,121

104
223
138
27
492

116
295
1
677
1"
1"
1,121

255
454
236
49
994

211
116

Page 12 of 79

100%

56%
7%
1%

35%
1%
0%

100%

21%
45%
28%
5%
100%

10%
26%
1%
60%
1%
1%
100%

26%
46%
24%
5%
100%

19%
10%



6)

7)

Someone else
Myself and my partner jointly
Someone else and me jointly
Not applicable
Total
To what extent do you think you can influence or
change this decision?
Not at all
To some extent
To a large extent
Not applicable
Total

Who normally makes most of the decisions about
whether to take out a loan?

Myself

My partner

Someone else

Myself and my partner jointly
Someone else and me jointly
Not applicable

Total
To what extent do you think you can influence or
change this decision?

Not at all

To some extent
To a large extent
Not applicable
Total

Who normally makes most of the decisions about
whether to visit relatives or tra

Myself

My partner

Someone else

Myself and my partner jointly
Someone else and me jointly
Not applicable

0
46

o

84

0%
55%
0%
5%
100%

85%
4%
11%
0%

100%

32%
12%
1%
46%
1%
7%
100%

73%
16%
10%
2%
100%

43%
2%
1%

49%
4%
1%

0
206

240

33
141
42

216

22

212

240

45
146
44

235

17
20

203

0%
86%
0%
1%
100%

15%
65%
19%
0%
100%

2%
9%
0%
88%
0%
0%
100%

19%
62%
19%
0%
100%

7%
8%
0%
85%
0%
0%

2
97
1
20
225

18
59
49

134

68
45

80

28
225

15
61
44

129

91
25

96

—_

10

1%
43%
0%
9%
100%

13%
44%
37%
6%
100%

30%
20%
1%
36%
1%
12%
100%

12%
47%
34%
7%
100%

40%
11%
1%
43%
0%
4%

0
235

32
368

86
126
50
19
281

19
61

214

72
368

64
137
57
19
277

66
66

233

0%
64%
0%
9%
100%

31%
45%
18%
7%
100%

5%
17%

1%
58%

0%
20%
100%

23%
49%
21%
%
100%

18%
18%
0%
63%
0%
1%

204

34
34
88

163

16
32

134

21
204

32
43
85

167

0%
67%
0%
5%
100%

21%
21%
54%
4%
100%

8%
16%

0%
66%

0%
10%
100%

19%
26%
51%
4%
100%

12%
18%
1%
68%
0%
1%

2
721
2
69
1,121

211
362
234
34
841

134
170
5
679
5
128
1,121

193
395
235
36
859

234
149
5
1
6
16
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0%
64%
0%
6%
100%

25%
43%
28%
4%
100%

12%
15%
0%
61%
0%
1%
100%

22%
46%
27%
4%
100%

21%
13%
0%
63%
1%
1%



8)

9)

Total

To what extent do you think you can influence or
change this decision?

Not at all

To some extent
To a large extent
Not applicable
Total

Who normally makes most of the decisions on how |
spend my own time?

Myself

My partner

Someone else

Myself and my partner jointly
Someone else and me jointly
Not applicable

Total

To what extent do you think you can influence or
change this decision?

Not at all

To some extent
To a large extent
Not applicable
Total

Who normally makes most of the decisions about
which family members should do do

Myself

My partner

Someone else

Myself and my partner jointly
Someone else and me jointly
Not applicable

Total

To what extent do you think you can influence or
change this decision?

Not at all

84

30
14

47

(0]
—_

O O N O —

22

100%

64%
30%
6%
0%
100%

96%
1%
0%
2%
0%
0%

100%

85%
11%
2%
2%

100%

61%
1%
2%

30%
2%
4%

100%

73%

240

44
140
39

223

105

29
113
80

223

138

240

7

100%

20%
63%
17%
0%
100%

44%
5%
0%

51%
0%
0%

100%

13%
51%
36%
0%
100%

57%
3%
0%

40%
0%
0%

100%

7%

225

16
54
47

124

225

24
41

47
12
124

164

225

6

100%

13%
44%
38%
6%
100%

88%
2%
0%
8%
0%
1%

100%

19%
33%
38%
10%
100%

73%
4%
1%
17%
4%
1%

100%

10%

368

85
136
48
31

300

193
56

115

368

98
109
57
36
300

133
22

195

368

63

100%

28%
45%
16%
10%
100%

52%
15%
0%
31%
0%
1%
100%

33%
36%
19%
12%
100%

36%
6%
2%

53%
1%
2%

100%

28%

204

30
43
98

177

119

204

36
19
88
34
177

20

100%

17%
24%
556%
3%
100%

58%
4%
0%

37%
0%
0%

100%

20%
1%
50%
19%
100%

42%
6%
0%

50%
0%
0%

100%

17%

1,121

205
387
235
44
871

697
82

332

1,121

227
287
273
84
871

572
50
12

456
15
16

1,121

118
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100%

24%
44%
27%
5%
100%

62%
7%
0%

30%
0%
1%

100%

26%
33%
31%
10%
100%

51%
4%
1%

41%
1%
1%

100%

22%



To some extent 6 20% : 70 69% : 32 55% : 106 47% 1 25 21% 1 239 45%
To a large extent 2 % 1 25 25% 1 17 29% 1 40 18% 1 68 58% 1 152 29%
Not applicable 0 0% , O 0% , 3 5% , 17 8% , 4 3% , 24 5%
Total 30 100% ' 102 100% ' 58 100% ' 226 100% ' 117 100% ' 533  100%
Who normally makes most of the decisions about ' I I I I
10)  which family members should do pr ! ! ! ! !
Myself 48 57% 1 14 6% 1 41 18% 1 50 14% 1 22 1% 1+ 175 16%
My partner 2 2% , 65 27% , 107 48% , 65 18% , 28 14% | 267  24%
Someone else 2 2% 0 0% | 4 2% 13 4% | 1 0% , 20 2%
Myself and my partner jointly 28 33% ! 160 67% ! 60 27% ! 238 65% ! 143 70% ! 629 56%
Someone else and me jointly 2 2% 1 0% 4 2% 0 0% 1 0% + 8 1%
Not applicable 2 2% , 0 0% , 9 4% |, 2 1% | 9 4% |, 22 2%
Total 84 100% ' 240 100% ' 225 100% ' 368 100% ' 204 100% ' 1121 100%
To what extent do you think you can influence or I I I I I
change this decision? ; ; ; ; ;
Not at all 25 74% 1 44 19% 1 21 12% 1 96 30% 1 32 18% 1 218  24%
To some extent 7 21% , 146 65% , 81 46% |, 154 49% |, 45 26% , 433 47%
To a large extent 2 6% | 36 16% | 60 4% | 47 5% | 89 51% | 234 25%
Not applicable 0 0% 1 0 0% 1 13 % 119 6% ' 7 4% ' 39 4%
Total 34 100% 1 226 100% 175  100% . 316 100% 173 100% « 924 100%
Mean sD : Mean SD : Mean sD : Mean SD : Mean sD : Mean sD
Decision-making score (1) 0.9 01) , 08 ©01) , 08 02) , 07 02 , 08 (02), 08 (02
Min-Max 03-1 b01-1 ' 0-1 bo0-1 ' 0-1 ' 0-1
N 84 ' 240 ' 223 ' 368 ' 204 ' 1,119
Decision-making & influencing score 1.2 03) + 241 (0.65) 1 16 (06) + 17 (08) + 20 07) + 18 (0.7)
Min-Max 05-23 , 0.2-29 1 0.3-29 , 0-29 1 05-29 L 0-2.9
N 84 240 '223 ' 368 ' 204 ' 1,119
1 1 1 1 1
Decision-making score - TOTAL 92 (098 77 (14 77 (18 73 (215 78 (10 77 (19
Min-Max 5-10 L1-10 L 0-10 . 0-10 . 0-10 . 0-10
N 70 234 Lo77 L2712 ' 164 917
Decision-making & influencing score - TOTAL 12.1 (3) : 21.6 (6.5) : 17.3 (5.9) : 18.5 (8) : 19.3 (6.9) : 18.7 (7.2)
Min-Max 5-23 . 2-29 . 3-29 . 0-29 ' 5-28 1 0-29
N 70 L 234 L177 L2712 L 164 L7
RELATIVE AUTONOMY INDEX 39 29) , 36 48) , 37 (55 , 52 (52) , 64  (64), 36 (53
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Min-Max 2-12 I 618 : 18-18 | 8-18 : -8-18 5-8-18
N 84 1 240 | 225 | 368 1 204 L 1,121
SATISFACTION WITH DIVISION OF TASKS No. % 1 No. % 1 No. % 1 No. % 1 No. % 1 No. %
How satisfied are you with this division of tasks? : : : : :
Unsatisfied 6 7% ' 20 8% ' 8 4% ' 102 28% ! 12 6% ! 148 13%
Fairly satisfied 29 35% 1 39 16% 1+ 11 5% 1 51 14% 1+ 10 5% 1 140 12%
Satisfied 45 54% . 109 45% . 108 48% , 152 M% 119 58% , 533  48%
Very satisfied 4 5% | T2 30% | 98 44% | 63 17% | 63 31% | 300  27%
Total 84 100% ' 240 100% ' 225  100% ' 368 100% ' 204  100% ' 1,121  100%
ACCEPTABILITY OF VIOLENCE ! ! ! ! !
Accepts beating in at least one situation ! ! ! ! !
No 82 98% , 194 82% 1 151  T1% ) 182 50% , 191  95% , 800  74%
Yes 2 2% | 43 18% | 45 23% ! 185 50% ! 11 5% | 286 26%
Total 84 100% ! 237 100% ' 196 100% ' 367 100% ' 202 100% ' 1,086  100%
Accepts criticism in at least one situation I I I I I
No 83 99% , 184 78% , 66 34% , 160 4% |, 175  87% , 668  62%
Yes 1 1% ' 83 2% ' 130 66% ! 207 56% ! 27 13% ' 418 38%
Total 84 100% 1 237 100% 1+ 196 100% ' 367 100% 1 202 100% 1 1,086  100%

Note1: To calculate the decision-making score, all 10 items excluding item #2 and item #10 were coded "1" if woman is involved in decision-making (either alone, or together with someone)

and "0" if woman is not involved in decision-making. ltems #2 and #10 were coded "1" if woman makes decision alone and "0" otherwise. Then mean score was calculated across all 10 items.

We calculated mean to account for missing (99=not applicable) on some items. According to this score, the least powerful woman has score 0 (she is not involved in any of the 10 items);
the most powerful woman has score 1 (she is involved in all 10 items)

Note2: To calculate the decision-making & influencing score, we recoded all 10 items to have the following:

0=Woman is not involved and cannot influence

1 = Involved, but no influence

2 = Not involved, but can influence

3 = Involved and can influence

Then mean score was calculated across all 10 items. According to this score, the least powerful woman has score 0 (she is not involved and cannot influence decisions on any of the 10
items); the most powerful woman has score 3 (involved and can influence in all 10 items)
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Table 7a: Multiple regression: woman's decision-making power and redistribution of care hours

REDISTRIBUTION OF HOURS REDISTRIBUTION OF HOURS
VARIABLES ... CAREASPRIMARY ACTIVITY (LOG) | ANYCARERESPONSIBILITY(LOG)
B 95% Cl B 95% Cl B 95% Cl B 95% ClI

Woman's decision-making power (mean score) -0.39 [-1.76; 0.98] -0.24* [-0.48; -0.001] 1.18 [-1.79; 4.16] 0.16 [-0.15; 0.47]
Woman's relative autonomy index 0.02 [-0.00; 0.04] 0.02* [0.002; 0.03] 0.03 [-0.06; 0.12] 0.04 [-0.03; 0.11]
Woman's satisfaction with division of labor in households 0.23 [-0.09; 0.56] 0.24 [-0.08; 0.56] 0.18** [0.10; 0.27] 0.18** [0.09; 0.27]
Woman accepts beating in at least one situation 0.28 [-0.20; 0.75] 0.29 [-0.24; 0.82] -0.00 [-0.38; 0.37] -0.06 [-0.35; 0.23]
Woman accepts criticism in at least one situation -0.32 [-1.14; 0.50] -0.33 [-1.12; 0.47] 0.52 [-0.43; 1.47] 0.51 [-0.47; 1.50]
Value of care work relative to paid work - by women -0.70 [-1.52;0.12] -0.73 [-1.54;0.09] -0.84 [-2.36; 0.68] -0.83 [-2.36; 0.70]
Value of care work relative to paid work - by men -0.50 [-1.51;0.52] -0.48 [-1.45; 0.49] -1.22* [-2.01;-0.43] -1.27* [-2.14;-0.39]
Significance of care work relative to paid work - by women -0.39 [-1.03; 0.25] -0.38 [-1.00; 0.25] -0.35 [-1.28; 0.59] -0.32 [-1.15; 0.50]
Significance of care work relative to paid work - by men 0.63* [0.34;0.92] 0.63** [0.29; 0.96] 0.20 [-0.23; 0.64] 0.24 [-0.26; 0.74]
Recognition of woman's contribution to household wellbeing -0.27 [-0.77; 0.24] -0.26 [-0.79; 0.26] -0.51* [-0.92;-0.10] -0.52* [-0.89; -0.19]
Recognition of care work being problematic -0.04 [-1.14;1.06] -0.04 [-1.13; 1.04] 0.51 [-0.23; 1.26] 0.52 [-0.23; 1.27]
Woman's age -0.01 [-0.04; 0.01] -0.01 [-0.04; 0.01] -0.02 [-0.05; 0.02] -0.02 [-0.05; 0.02]
Number of household members -0.06 [-0.16; 0.04] -0.06 [-0.16; 0.03] 0.08 [-0.07; 0.23] 0.08 [-0.06; 0.21]
Household has child below age six 0.36 [-0.57;1.29] 0.34 [-0.58; 1.26] 0.51 [-0.12; 1.14] 0.52 [-0.14; 1.18]
Household has dependent adult 0.14 [-1.33; 1.60] 0.16 [-1.24; 1.55] 0.35 [-1.00; 1.70] 0.32 [-1.06; 1.71]
Household assets 0.01 [-0.13; 0.15] 0.01 [-0.12; 0.15] 0.03 [-0.19; 0.25] 0.03 [-0.19; 0.26]
Woman has savings 0.14 [-0.22; 0.49] 0.12 [-0.26; 0.51] 0.18 [-0.53; 0.88] 0.18 [-0.54; 0.89]
Country effects

Colombia 0.59 [-0.62; 1.81] 0.36 [-0.73; 1.45] 2.85* [1.34; 4.35] 313+ [1.63; 4.62]

Ethiopia 2,74 [[3.31;-217]  -2.71% [-3.33; -2.09] -0.17 [-1.28; 0.94] -0.17 [-1.22;0.87]

Philippines -0.21 [-0.62; 0.20] -0.30 [-0.70; 0.10] -0.53 [-1.75; 0.69] -0.48 [-1.69; 0.74]

Uganda 0.64 [-0.01; 1.28] 0.58 [-0.02; 1.19] 0.74 [-0.00; 1.49] 0.73 [-0.06; 1.53]
Constant -3.07 [-6.24; 0.10] -2.87 [-6.02; 0.27] -4.17 [-9.96; 1.62] -3.70 [-8.44;1.03]
Number of observations 797 797 811 811
R-squared Adjusted 0.16 0.17 0.09 0.09

5 50,001, ** p<0.01, * p<0.05

Note: Model 1 is run with "decision-making" scale. Model 2 is run with "decision-making & influence" scale
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Table 7b: Multiple regression: woman's decision-making power and redistribution of care hours

REDISTRIBUTION OF HOURS REDISTRIBUTION OF HOURS
_._._._CAREASPRIMARY ACTIVITY (LOG) | __ ANYCARERESPONSIBILITY(LOG)
VARIABLES T TModeld T Model2 I TModelt  Model2 "
B 95% ClI B 95% Cl B 95% ClI B 95% ClI

Woman's decision-making power (mean score) -0.02 [-0.19; 0.15] -0.01 [-0.03; 0.01] 0.13 [-0.27; 0.52] 0.03 [-0.01; 0.08]
Woman's relative autonomy index 0.05 [-0.02; 0.11] 0.04 [-0.02; 0.11] 0.04 [-0.10; 0.18] 0.05 [-0.07; 0.16]
Woman's satisfaction with division of labor in households 0.12 [-0.11; 0.34] 0.12 [-0.11; 0.35] 0.11 [-0.09; 0.31] 0.10 [-0.10; 0.29]
Woman accepts beating in at least one situation 0.40 [-0.03; 0.83] 0.40 [-0.10; 0.91] -0.03 [-0.67; 0.60] -0.08 [-0.73; 0.58]
Woman accepts criticism in at least one situation -0.46 [-1.34;0.42] -0.46 [-1.36; 0.43] 0.26 [-1.44; 1.96] 0.24 [-1.47; 1.94]
Value of care work relative to paid work - by women -0.60 [-1.50; 0.29] -0.61 [-1.47;0.25] -0.76 [-2.35; 0.83] -0.70 [-2.31; 0.90]
Value of care work relative to paid work - by men -0.49 [-1.81;0.82] -0.48 [-1.78; 0.81] -1.48* [-2.01;-0.95] -1.53* [-2.17;-0.90]
Significance of care work relative to paid work - by women -0.40 [-0.99; 0.19] -0.40 [-1.00; 0.20] -0.53 [-1.22; 0.15] -0.53 [-1.19; 0.12]
Significance of care work relative to paid work - by men 0.78* [0.45;1.12] 0.78* [0.41;1.15)] 0.49* [0.20; 0.78] 0.51* [0.22;0.79]
Recognition of woman's contribution to household wellbeing -0.11 [-0.87; 0.65] -0.11 [-0.88; 0.66] -0.30 [-0.86; 0.26] -0.31 [-0.83; 0.20]
Recognition of care work being problematic -0.14 [-1.30; 1.02] -0.14 [-1.30; 1.02] 0.54 [-0.49; 1.58] 0.55 [-0.45; 1.54]
Woman's age 0.00 [-0.02; 0.02] 0.00 [-0.02; 0.02] -0.01 [-0.05; 0.04] -0.00 [-0.04; 0.03]
Number of household members -0.08 [-0.26; 0.11] -0.08 [-0.25; 0.10] 0.10 [-0.08; 0.29] 0.10 [-0.07; 0.26]
Household has child below age six 0.40 [-0.92;1.73] 0.40 [-0.89; 1.69] 0.72 [-0.07; 1.51] 0.73 [-0.14; 1.59]
Household has dependent adult 0.08 [-1.39; 1.56] 0.10 [-1.37; 1.57] 0.37 [-0.91; 1.66] 0.29 [-1.14;1.73]
Household assets 0.02 [-0.15; 0.19] 0.02 [-0.15; 0.20] 0.03 [-0.20; 0.26] 0.02 [-0.21; 0.25]
Woman has savings 0.25 [-0.30; 0.80] 0.25 [-0.33; 0.82] 0.00 [-0.67; 0.68] 0.03 [-0.66; 0.72]
Country effects

Colombia -0.05 [-1.20; 1.09] -0.12 [-1.12; 0.87] 2.50* [0.87; 4.13] 2.88* [1.33; 4.43]

Ethiopia -3.05%*  [-343;-267] -3.04**  [-3.42;-2.65] -0.10 [-0.91; 0.70] -0.17 [-0.88; 0.54]

Philippines -0.39 [-0.88; 0.09] -0.41 [-0.92; 0.09] -0.55 [-2.44;1.33] -0.44 [-2.25; 1.36]

Uganda 0.15 [-0.45; 0.76] 0.16 [-0.41;0.72] 0.65 [-0.05; 1.34] 0.61 [-0.22; 1.45]
Constant -3.57 [-7.15; 0.02] -3.61 [-7.90; 0.67] -4.95 [-12.70; 2.80] -4.66 [-10.58; 1.25]
Number of observations 663 663 674 674
R-squared Adjusted 0.17 0.17 0.09 0.09

% 0<0.001, ** p<0.01, * p<0.05

Note: Model 1 is run with "decision-making" scale. Model 2 is run with "decision-making & influence" scale
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Table 8a: Multiple regression: association between recognition of care work and reduction of woman's care hours: absolute measures of
recognition

WOMEN HOURS WOMEN HOURS
VARIABLES CARE AS PRIMARY ACTIVITY ANY CARE RESPONSIBILITY
I Model1 . __._ Model2 | e Model1 . _Model2
B 95% ClI B 95% ClI B 95% CI B 95% CI
Recognition of care work by women -0.01 [-0.05; 0.03] -0.01 [-0.06; 0.04] 0.02 [-0.21; 0.24] -0.09 [-0.30; 0.13]
Recognition of care work by men -0.02 [-0.06; 0.03] -0.02 [-0.06; 0.01] -0.02 [-0.08; 0.05] -0.03 [-0.17; 0.10]
Recognition of woman's contribution to household 0.25* [0.05; 0.45] 0.25* [0.02; 0.49] -0.63 [-3.02; 1.75] -0.53 [-2.76; 1.70]
Recognition of problematic care work 0.00 [-0.54; 0.55] -0.01 [-0.51; 0.49] -0.05 [-2.19;2.10] -0.19 [-2.06; 1.69]
Woman's age -0.05*  [-0.08;-0.02]  -0.05* [-0.08; -0.02] -0.124* [-0.15; -0.08] -0.12* [-0.15; -0.09]
Number of household members 0.04 [-0.09; 0.16] 0.03 [-0.11; 0.17] 0.12 [-0.06; 0.30] 0.12 [-0.02; 0.26]
Household has child below age six 0.62 [-0.48; 1.71] 0.64 [-0.41;1.70] 4.07+ [2.18; 5.96] 4.05* [2.09; 6.01]
Household has dependent adult -0.19 [-0.54; 0.17] -0.18 [-0.57; 0.20] 251+ [1.10; 3.92] 2.42% [1.20; 3.63]
Woman's decision-making power -0.10 [-0.77; 0.57] -0.08 [-0.71; 0.56] 1.62* [0.60; 2.64] 1.70* [0.68; 2.71]
Household assets -0.00 [-0.14; 0.13] -0.00 [-0.15; 0.14] -0.07 [-0.23; 0.09] -0.07 [-0.19; 0.05]
Woman has savings -0.29 [-0.90; 0.31] -0.28 [-0.91; 0.34] 0.32 [-1.22; 1.85] 0.36 [-1.17; 1.89]
Country effects
Colombia 0.91*  [-1.35;-047]  -0.96* [-1.54;-0.37] 7.14% [4.83;9.44] 6.83* [4.61;9.06]
Ethiopia 0.66* [0.16; 1.17] 0.64 [-0.25; 1.52] 1.93* [0.34; 3.52] 2.66** [1.86; 3.46]
Philippines 0.54* [0.05; 1.02] 0.61* [0.31; 0.91] 6.11%* [4.48;7.75] 6.62* [4.15;9.09]
Uganda A7 [-2.08;-147] .71 [-2.00; -1.43] 1.48* [0.13; 2.83] 1.81% [0.90; 2.72]
Constant 7.66%*  [5.22;10.10]  7.98* [3.73; 12.23] 10.63** [5.87; 15.39] 15.30* [2.46; 28.14]
Number of observations 846 846 846 846
R-squared Adjusted 0.17 0.17 0.23 0.24

% 1<0.001, ** p<0.01, * p<0.05

Note: Model 1 uses recognition of value of care work; Model 2 uses recognition of significance of care work

Page 19 of 79



Table 8b: Multiple regression: association between recognition of care work and reduction of woman's care hours: relative measures of
recognition

WOMEN HOURS WOMEN HOURS
VARIABLES CARE AS PRIMARY ACTIVITY ANY CARE RESPONSIBILITY
.. Model1  _ ___ __ _Model2 [ _ __ Model1 _________ _Model2
B 95% CI B 95% ClI B 95% ClI B 95% Cl

Recognition of care work by women -0.05 [-0.81;0.71] -0.00 [-0.80; 0.79] 0.48 [-4.12; 5.08] -1.32 [-4.69; 2.05]
Recognition of care work by men -0.29 [-0.87;0.29] -0.27 [-0.80; 0.25] -0.26 [-1.13; 0.61] -0.25 [-2.14; 1.64]
Recognition of woman's contribution to
household 0.25* [0.06; 0.44] 0.25* [0.02; 0.48] -0.63 [-3.03; 1.76] -0.54 [-2.75; 1.66]
Recognition of problematic care work 0.01 [-0.54; 0.56] 0.01 [-0.50; 0.51] -0.05 [-2.24; 2.14] -0.16 [-2.06; 1.74]
Woman's age -0.05*  [-0.08;-0.02]  -0.05* [-0.08;-0.02] -0.12*** [-0.15; -0.08] -0.12"* [-0.15; -0.09]
Number of household members 0.03 [-0.10; 0.16] 0.03 [-0.11; 0.18] 0.12 [-0.06; 0.29] 0.11 [-0.03; 0.26]
Household has child below age six 0.63 [-0.45; 1.71] 0.64 [-0.40; 1.69] 4.08* [2.21;5.95] 4.03* [2.05; 6.01]
Household has dependent adult -0.18 [-0.53; 0.18] -0.18 [-0.57; 0.22] 2.53* [1.13; 3.93] 2.46* [1.21; 3.70]
Woman's decision-making power -0.10 [-0.77; 0.57] -0.09 [-0.74; 0.57] 1.62* [0.62; 2.63] 1.67* [0.68; 2.66]
Household assets -0.00 [-0.14; 0.14] -0.00 [-0.14; 0.14] -0.07 [-0.23; 0.09] -0.07 [-0.19; 0.05]
Woman has savings -0.29 [-0.90; 0.33] -0.28 [-0.93; 0.37] 0.32 [-1.19; 1.84] 0.40 [-1.28; 2.07]
Country effects

Colombia 091  [-1.34;-048]  -0.94* [-1.57;-0.30] 7.14* [4.84;9.45] 6.80* [4.60; 9.01]

Ethiopia 0.67* [0.10; 1.24] 0.58 [-0.27; 1.43] 1.90* [0.27; 3.52] 2.51% [1.63; 3.40]

Philippines 0.56* [0.12; 1.00] 0.57* [0.27; 0.88] 6.12"** [4.53;7.71] 6.58* [3.97;9.19]

Uganda 178" [-2.09;-147] .74 [-2.01;-1.47] 1.47* [0.12; 2.81] 1.76** [0.82;2.70]
Constant 716 [4.93;9.40] 7.16* [4.20;10.12] 10.45* [6.88; 14.03] 12.43* [4.72; 20.14]
Number of observations 846 846 846 846
R-squared Adjusted 0.17 0.17 0.23 0.24

5 50,001, ** p<0.01, * p<0.05

Note: Model 1 uses recognition of value of care work; Model 2 uses recognition of significance of care work
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Table 9: Infrastructure available to households in our sample and its source

1 1 1 1 1
EXTERNAL SUPPORT AND INFRASTRUCTURE COLOMBIA ' ETHIOPIA ' PHILIPPINES ' UGANDA ' ZIMBABWE '  TOTAL
No. % ' No. % ' No. % ' No. % '"No. % ' No. %
| | | | |
Do you use an improved water source (not a natural source : : : : :
like a river or spring)? 1 1 1 | |
No 23 21% , 115  48% , 57  25% , 46  13% , 12 6% , 253  23%
Yes 61 73% 1125 52% 1 168  75% 1 322 88% 1 192 94% 1 868  77%
Total 84 100% , 240 100% , 225 100% , 368  100% , 204 100% , 1,121  100%
Is it usually government-provided? : : : : :
No 37 61% . 103 8% , 33  20% . 8 2% 1 18 9% , 199  23%
Yes 21 34% ' 22 18% | 127 76% | 280 87% ! 136 71% ! 586  68%
I don't know 3 5% 1 0 0% 1 8 5% 1 33 10% 1 38 20% 1 82 9%
Total 61 100% | 125 100% , 168  100% , 321 ~ 100% , 192 100% , 867  100%
| | | | |
Do you use electricity in your house? : : : : :
No 2 2% ' 142 59% ' 49 2% ' 368  100% ' 204 100% ' 765  68%
Yes 82 9%8% , 98 41% , 176 78% , O 0% , 0 0% , 356  32%
Total 84 100% ! 240 100% ! 225 ~ 100% ! 368  100% ! 204 100% ! 1,121 100%
Is it usually government-provided? 1 1 1 1 1
No 14 17% | 78  80% ! 60  34% ! ! 152 43%
Yes 68 83% 1 20 20% 1 114 65% 1 | 1202 57%
I don't know 0 0% , 0 0% , 2 1% : ) 1%
Total 82 100% 198 100% ' 176 100% ! ! ! 356 100%
Does your family usually use health facilities when household : : : : :
members are ill? : : : : :
No 2 2% 1 9 4% 1 14 6% 1 11 3% 13 1% 1 39 4%
Yes 82 9% | 231 96% | 211 94% | 345  97% , 201 99% , 1,070  96%
Total 84 100% 1 240 100% 1 225  100% ' 356  100% ' 204 100% 1 1,109  100%
Is it usually government-provided? : : : : :
No 15 18% ' 218 94% ' 0 0% ' 0 0% ' 4 2% ' 237  22%
Yes 67 8% , 13 6% , 208  99% , 345  99% , 191 95% , 824  77%
| don't know 0 0% !0 0% ! 3 1% ! 3 1% ! 6 3% ! 12 1%
Total 82 100% 1 231 100% i 211 100% i 348  100% i 201 100% i 1,073  100%
: : : : :
1 1 1 1 1

Does your family usually use childcare facilities?
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No 76 90% 1 209 87% 1 182  81% 1 312 85% 1 157 77% 1 936  83%
Yes 8 0% , 31  13% , 43  19% , 56  15% , 47  23% , 185  17%
Total 84 100% ! 240 100% ' 225  100% ' 368 100% ' 204 100% ' 1121 100%
Is it usually government provided? 1 1 1 1 1
No 1 13% ' 12 39% ! 14 38% ' 17 30% ' 2 4% ! 46 25%
Yes 7 8% 1 19 61% 1 26 60% 1 29  52% 1 42 89% 1 123 66%
I don't know 0 % o0 0% ' 3 % ' 10 18% '3 6% ! 16 9%
Total 8 100% 1 31  100% ' 43  100% ' 56  100% 1 47  100% ' 185  100%
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Table 10: Multiple regression: association between access to services and reduction of woman's care hours

CARE AS PRIMARY ANY CARE
VARIABLES ACTIVITY RESPONSIBILITY
B 95% ClI B 95% ClI
Having improved water source
Improved water source - not provided by government 0.02 [-1.04; 1.08] 0.11 [-2.48; 2.71]
Improved water source - provided by government -0.25 [-1.51;1.01] 1.18 [-2.22; 4.58]
Having electricity
Electricity not provided by government -1.24**  [-153;-096] | -0.89* [-1.59; -0.19]
Electricity provided by government -0.31 [-0.99; 0.37] -2.06 [-7.28; 3.17]
Using health care facility
Health care not provided by government 1.16 [-0.50; 2.82] 247 [-2.14;7.07]
Health care provided by government -0.09 [-0.66; 0.48] 1.63 [-4.88; 8.14]
Using child care facility
Child care not provided by government 0.67 [-0.36; 1.70] 2.98 [-3.13;9.09]
Child care provided by government 0.24 [-0.67; 1.15] 1.34 [-0.62; 3.30]
Number of household members 0.06 [-0.06; 0.17] 0.12 [-0.15; 0.40]
Household has child below age six 0.51 [-0.38; 1.40] 3.67 [2.00; 5.33]
Household has dependent adult -0.20 [-0.75; 0.35] 2.10* [1.07; 3.13]
Household assets 0.00 [-0.10; 0.11] -0.02 [-0.16; 0.12]
Woman's age -0.05*  [-0.07;-0.03] -0.13**  [-0.16;-0.09]
Woman's decision-making and influence power -0.00 [-0.54; 0.53] 1.68* [0.63; 2.73]
Woman: value of care work relative to paid work -0.02 [-0.61; 0.57] -0.45 [-6.43; 5.54]
Man: value of care work relative to paid work -0.30 [-0.78; 0.19] -0.44 [-1.17; 0.30]
Country effects
Colombia -0.06 [-1.65;1.54] : 11.52**  [5.70; 17.34]
Ethiopia -0.40 [-1.80; 1.00] 3.52 [-1.61; 8.65]
Philippines 1.30** [0.56; 2.03] 7.45" [4.42;10.48]
Uganda 191 [-2.03; -1.78] 1.14* [0.44; 1.84]
Constant 7.58  [4.79;10.37] 7.39 [-1.77; 16.55]
Number of observations 907 907
R-squared Adjusted 0.17 0.23

5 5<0.001, ** p<0.01, * p<0.05
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Table 11: Time- and labour-saving equipment available to households in our sample

1 1 1 1 1
TIME AND LABOUR-SAVING EQUIPMENT COLOMBIA ! ETHIOPIA ! PHILIPPINES | UGANDA | ZIMBABWE !  TOTAL
No. % :No. % : No. % :No. % :No. % : No. %
Transport for fetching water (e.g. bicycle, cart) : : : : :
No 193 80% 185 82% 1215 58% 1 101 50% 1 694  67%
Yes 47 20% 40  18% , 153 42% , 103 50% , 343  33%
Total 240 100% 225 100% ' 368 100% ' 204 100% ' 1,037 100%
Rainwater-harvesting system/water \ \ | | |
reservoir/storage tank ! ! ! ! !
No 19 23% , 214 89% , 171 76% , 343  93% , 189 93% , 936  83%
Yes 65  77% ' 26 1% ! 54 24% ' 25 7% ' 15 7% ! 185 7%
Total 84  100% 1 240 100% 1 225 100% 1 368 100% i 204 100% i 1,121  100%
Water tap on compound : : : : :
No 14 17% 1203 85% 1 156  69% 1 365 99% 1 202 99% 1 940  84%
Yes 70 83% , 37 15% , 69 31% , 3 1% , 2 1% | 181  16%
Total 84  100% ' 240 100% ' 225 100% ' 368 100% ' 204 100% ' 1,121 100%
Firewood- or charcoal-efficient stove : : : : :
No 1163 68% ! 11 5% '236 64% ' 110 54% ' 520  50%
Yes v 7T 32% 4 214 95% 4 132 36% . 94  46% . 517 50%
Total ' 240 100% ! 225 100% ! 368 100% ' 204 100% ! 1,037 100%
Flask for liquids/food I I I I I
No 23 21% 11 5% | 104  46% | 312 85% | 191 94% | 641  57%
Yes 61 73% 1229 95% 1 121  54% 1 56 15% 1 13 6% 1 480  43%
Total 84  100% , 240 100% , 225 100% , 368 100% , 204 100% , 1,121  100%
Dustbin/compost pit ! ! ! ! !
No 14 7% 1127 53% , 141 63% , 104 28% ; 23  11% , 409  36%
Yes 70 83% ! 113 47% ! 84  37% ' 264 72% ! 181 89% ! 712 64%
Total 84  100% 1240 100% 1 225 100% i 368 100% i 204 100% 1 1,121  100%
Solar energy system/biogas system : : : : :
No 223 93% 1 1 214 95% 1341 93% 1 134 66% 1 912  88%
Yes 17 % L1 5% 2T 7% , 70 3%, 125  12%
Total 240 100% 1 1225  100% 1 368 100% 1 204 100% ' 1,037 100%
Generator : : : : :
No 65  77% '240 100% ' 225 100% ' 366 99% ' 191 94% ' 1,087  97%
Yes 19 23% , 0 0% . 0 0% + 2 1% + 13 6% . 34 3%
Total 84  100% ' 240 100% ' 225 100% ' 368 100% ' 204 100% ' 1,121  100%
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Table 12a: Multiple regression: association between labour-saving equipment and women's care hours (all countries)

WOMAN HOURS

WOMAN HOURS

WOMAN HOURS
CARE AS PRIMARY ANY CARE
VARIABLES ____ACTMITY _ Responsmiry \WATERCOLLECTION -
B 95% ClI B 95% Cl B 95% ClI

Rain water harvesting system/water reservoir/storage tank -0.09 [-0.70; 0.53] 0.30 [-3.29; 3.89] -0.12 [-0.25; 0.01]
Water tap on compound 0.32 [-0.25; 0.88] -0.26 [-0.97; 0.46] -0.07 [-0.21; 0.07]
Flask for liquids/food 0.25 [-0.38; 0.89] -0.35 [-1.87;1.16] -0.07 [-0.16; 0.03]
Dustbin/compost pit -0.14 [-0.32; 0.05] -1.07* [-2.09; -0.05]
Generator 0.33 [-0.92; 1.58] -0.41 [-2.40; 1.57]
Woman's age -0.05* [-0.07; -0.03] -0.13**  [-0.15; -0.11] -0.01 [-0.02; 0.00]
Number of household members 0.01 [-0.06; 0.09] 0.14* [0.01; 0.27] -0.01 [-0.02; 0.00]
Household has child below age six 0.79 [-0.27; 1.85] 442+ [3.23;5.61] -0.05 [-0.34; 0.24]
Household has dependent adult 0.02 [-0.31; 0.35] 2.82* [1.50; 4.14] -0.04 [-0.28; 0.21]
Household assets -0.03 [-0.18; 0.12] -0.03 [-0.18; 0.11] 0.01 [-0.03; 0.04]
Woman's decision-making and influence power -0.00 [-0.65; 0.65] 1.64* [0.46; 2.82] -0.08 [-0.16; 0.00]
Country effects

Colombia -0.90 [-1.87;0.07] 8.33"** [5.89; 10.77] -0.59* [-0.86; -0.33]

Ethiopia -0.17 [-0.59; 0.24] 1.96** [0.82; 3.11] -0.13* [-0.22;-0.03]

Philippines 0.30 [-0.40; 0.99] 445 [3.03; 5.88] -0.56** [-0.64; -0.48]

Uganda 2,124+ [-2.44; -1.81] 0.74* [0.16; 1.31] 0.04 [-0.05; 0.12]
Constant 7.47%+* [5.39; 9.55] 10.36"*  [7.40; 13.31] 1.39* [0.71; 2.06]
Number of observations 1,096 1,096 1,096
R-squared Adjusted 0.17 0.24 0.16

% 0<0.001, ** p<0.01, * p<0.05
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Table 12b: Multiple regression: association between labour-saving equipment and women's care hours (all except Colombia)

A ORS e WOMAN HOURS WOMAN HOURS
VARIABLES o ACTMITY __RespoNsipiry  WATERCOLLECTION | FOOD PREPARATION
B 95% Cl B 95% ClI B 95% ClI B 95% Cl
Rain water harvesting system/water reservoir/storage . .
tank 0.06 [-0.51; 0.63] 0.49 [-4.25; 5.23] 014 1-0.30: 0.02]
Transport for fetching water (e.g. bicycle, cart) -0.26 [-0.83; 0.30] -0.33 [-2.39;1.72] -0.02 [-0.10; 0.06]
Water tap on compound 0.21 [-0.25; 0.67] -0.31 [-0.98; 0.37] -0.09 [-0.26; 0.07]
Flask for liquids/food 0.31 [-0.59; 1.21] -0.06 [-2.07; 1.94] -0.08 [-0.19; 0.03]
Firewood or charcoal efficient stove 0.23* [0.03; 0.43] 1.46 [-1.11;4.03] -0.06 [-0.74; 0.63]
Dustbin/compost pit -0.17 [-0.46; 0.12] -1.10%* [-1.70; -0.51]
Generator -0.32 [-1.98; 1.35] -0.03 [-4.89; 4.82] -0.24 [-0.95; 0.47]
Woman's age -0.05*** [-0.07;-0.04] -0.14**  [-0.15;-0.12] -0.01 [-0.03; 0.01] -0.02*  [-0.02;-0.01]
Number of household members 0.04 [-0.03; 0.10] 0.14* [0.01; 0.26] -0.01 [-0.02; 0.01] 0.01 [-0.02; 0.03]
Household has child below age six 0.71 [-0.66; 2.07] 437+ [2.95; 5.78] -0.06 [-0.43; 0.31] 0.04 [-0.31; 0.39]
Household has dependent adult 0.00 [-0.35; 0.36] 2.53* [1.55; 3.50] -0.04 [-0.35; 0.26] -0.04 [-0.33; 0.25]
Household assets -0.01 [-0.21; 0.18] -0.05 [-0.35; 0.25] 0.01 [-0.03; 0.05] 0.02 [-0.05; 0.08]
Woman's decision-making and influence power -0.05 [-0.85; 0.75] 1.54* [0.08; 3.01] -0.08 [-0.18; 0.01] 0.02 [-0.34; 0.38]
Country effects
Ethiopia -0.34 [-0.85; 0.17] 1.78 [-0.45; 4.01] -0.12% [-0.24;-0.00] 0.56* [0.35; 0.76]
Philippines -0.05 [-1.09; 0.98] 3.47% [1.71;5.23] -0.56*** [-0.67;-0.45] 0.04 [-0.23; 0.32]
Uganda -2.23" [-2.50; -1.97] 0.79 [-0.28; 1.86] 0.03 [-0.08; 0.13] -0.64  [-0.83;-0.44]
Constant 7.711% [5.14;10.29] 10.38**  [5.92; 14.83] 1.43* [0.59; 2.26] 2,83 [2.16; 3.50]
Number of observations 1,012 1,012 1,012 1,012
R-squared Adjusted 0.185 0.26 0.125 0.12

50,001, ** p<0.01, * p<0.05
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Table 13a: Multiple regression: association between labour-saving equipment and men's care hours (all countries)

MAN HOURS MAN HOURS
CARE AS PRIMARY ANY CARE
VARIABLES __ACTVITY (LOG) __ __RESPONSIBILITY _
B 95% ClI B 95% ClI

Rain water harvesting system/water reservoir/storage tank -0.01 [-1.72-1.69] | 0.08 [-2.94 - 3.10]
Water tap on compound 0.73 [-0.05-1.51] | 043 [1.13-1.99]
Flask for liquids/food 031 [-1.65-1.02] | -0.64 [-3.15-1.88]
Dustbin/compost pit 013  [1.22-0.96] | 0.04 [-0.32-0.41]
Generator -0.05 [-213-2.04] | -1.55  [-10.03 - 6.94]
Man's age -0.02  [-0.03-0.00] | -0.02 [-0.05-0.01]
Number of household members -0.09* [-0.13--0.05] | 0.15 [-0.06 - 0.36]
Household has child below age six 0.48 [-0.36-1.31] | 1.17T* [0.34 - 2.00]
Household has dependent adult 0.49 [-1.30-2.29] | 0.93 [-1.66 - 3.52]
Household assets 0.05 [-0.02-0.12] | 0.08* [0.04-0.12]
Woman's decision-making and influence power 020 [-0.44-0.04] | 1.15 [-0.94 - 3.24]
Country effects

Colombia 060 [-2.06-0.87] | 8.15* [2.99 - 13.31]

Ethiopia -2.59*  [-4.09--1.09] | -0.05 [-2.60 - 2.50]

Philippines 055 [-1.72-0.61] | -0.17 [-2.47 - 2.14]

Uganda 010  [-0.34-0.14] | 3.02* [1.87 - 4.16]
Constant -2.03*  [-2.92--1.13] | -0.79 [-5.68 - 4.10]
Number of observations 970 970
R-squared Adjusted 0.10 0.12

% 0<0.001, ** p<0.01, * p<0.05
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Table 13b: Multiple regression: association between labour-saving equipment and men's care hours (all except Colombia)

MAN HOURS MAN HOURS
CARE AS PRIMARY ANY CARE
VARIABLES __ACTVITY(LOG) ____ RESPONSIBILITY __
B 95% ClI B 95% ClI

Rain water harvesting system/water reservoir/storage tank -0.15 [-2.35;2.04] . -0.04 [-4.09; 4.01]
Transport for fetching water (e.g. bicycle, cart) 0.53 [-0.26;1.33] | 0.12 [-0.03; 0.27]
Water tap on compound 0.58 [-0.47;1.64] | 0.91* [0.24; 1.57]
Flask for liquids/food -0.53 [-2.01;0.95] | -1.03 [-4.06; 1.99]
Firewood or charcoal efficient stove -0.44 [-1.51;0.63] | 0.24 [-2.50; 2.97]
Dustbin/compost pit -0.03 [-1.53;1.46] | 0.08 [-0.46; 0.61]
Generator 0.93 [-0.07;1.94] | 1.85 [-7.36; 11.06]
Woman's age -0.02 [-0.05;0.01] | -0.01 [-0.05; 0.02]
Number of household members -0.11*  [-0.15;-0.07] | 0.09 [-0.05; 0.24]
Household has child below age six 0.56 [-0.42;1.55] | 1.2T* [0.42; 2.11]
Household has dependent adult 0.53 [-1.65;2.72] | 0.72 [-2.22; 3.66]
Household assets 0.03 [-0.01;0.07] | 0.05 [-0.01;0.12]
Woman's decision-making and influence power -0.16 [-0.46;0.14] | 1.12 [-1.29; 3.53]
Country effects

Ethiopia -2.20*  [-3.88;-0.51] | 0.62 [-2.23; 3.46]

Philippines 0.13 [-1.98;2.24] | 0.22 [-0.80; 1.23]

Uganda 0.01 [-0.29; 0.30] | 3.36* [2.04; 4.68]
Constant -2.08*  [-3.02;-1.14] | -0.88 [-7.95; 6.19]
Number of observations 921 921
R-squared Adjusted 0.12 0.10

% 0<0.001, ** p<0.01, * p<0.05
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Table 14: Participation in norms-related, fuel/energy-related and water-related training projects

PARTICIPATION IN OXEAM PROJECTS COLOMBIA | ETHIOPIA | PHILIPPINES | ZIMBABWE ! TOTAL

No. % I No. % ! No. % I No. % ! No. %
NORMS-RELATED PROJECTS ! ! ! !
Woman in the household participated in project | | | |

No 58 69% | 124 52% i 166 4% ;141 69% 489 65%

Yes 26 31% : 116 48% : 59 2% ¢ 63  31% ! 264 35%

Total 8  100% | 240  100% | 225  100% . 204  100% | 753  100%
Man in the household participated in project ! ! ! !

No 47 87% | 72 30% | 129 76% | 123 60% | 371 56%

Yes 7 13% i 167 70% 40 24% i 81 40% & 295 44%

Total 54 100% i 239 100% i 169 100% i 204 100% i 666 100%
WATER-RELATED PROJECTS i i i i
Woman in the household participated in project i i i i

No 12 % & 11 46% ¢ 211 04% 1 204 100% ;i 538 71%

Yes 4 5% : 129 54% . 14 6% : 0 0% . 147 20%

Total 84 100% | 240  100% ! 225  100% ! 204  100% ! 753 100%
Man in the household participated in project i i i i

No 11 20% 45 19% ;132 78% i 204 100% ;i 392 59%

Yes 2 4% 1194 81% ! 37 2% 0 0% : 233 35%

Total 54 100% ! 239 100% ! 169  100% ! 204  100% ! 666  100%
| | | |
FUEL/ENERGY-RELATED PROJECTS i i i i
Woman in the household participated in project | | | |

No 12 14% 137 57% : 216 9% : 194  95% : 559 74%

Yes 4 5% 1103 43% | 9 4% 110 5% | 126 17%

Total 84 100% 1 240  100% | 225 100% 1 204  100% 1 753 100%
Man in the household participated in project | | | |

No 13 24% 93 39% 141 83% : 199  98% : 446 67%

Yes 0 0% | 146  61% ! 28 17% | 5 2% 179 27%

Total 54 100% | 239  100% | 169  100% | 204  100% | 666 100%

Note: Due to data collection error, no data are available for Uganda.
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Table 15: Multiple regression: participation in Oxfam projects and women's care hours—water-related projects

WOMAN HOURS WOMAN HOURS WOMAN HOURS
VARIABLES CARE AS PRIMARY ANY CARE WATER COLLECTION
_._ACTIVITY . RESPONSIBILITY U 12.C) N
B 95%Cl | B 95% ClI B 95% ClI

Woman in the household participated in project -0.71* [-0.90; -0.51] 2.06** [1.23;2.89] 0.11 [-1.39; 1.61]
Man in the household participated in project -0.19 [-1.20; 0.83] 0.91 [-0.21; 2.02] -0.01 [-0.09; 0.07]
Household has access to improved water source -0.06 [-2.57; 2.46] -0.16 [-4.17; 3.86] -0.31 [-1.41;0.79]
Household has electricity -0.97* [-1.30; -0.64] -1.47 [-5.30; 2.96] -0.50** [-0.71;-0.29]
Household uses health care utilities 0.30 [-0.12;0.72] 3.16 [-6.61;12.93] -1.11% [-1.74; -0.48]
Household uses child care utilities 047 [-3.27; 4.21] 1.67 [-10.19; 13.54] 0.14 [-1.47;1.75]
Woman's age -0.03 [-0.09; 0.03] -0.10% [-0.16; -0.03] 0.01 [-0.02; 0.04]
Number of household members 0.08 [-0.16; 0.32] -0.10 [-0.41; 0.20] -0.10%* [-0.13;-0.07]
Household has child below age six 0.84 [-2.88; 4.56] 4.38 [-0.64; 9.40] 0.81 [-0.67; 2.28]
Household has dependent adult -0.58 [-1.22; 0.06] 1.89 [-1.39; 5.17] -0.61 [-2.86; 1.63]
Household assets -0.07 [-0.54; 0.41] -0.02 [-0.50; 0.46] -0.21 [-0.49; 0.07]
Woman's decision-making and influence power 0.49 [-0.60; 1.57] 2.01 [-0.18; 4.21] -0.51* [-0.59; -0.43]
Country effects

Colombia -0.67 [-1.55; 0.21] 7.85%* [7.09; 8.60] -0.81 [-1.72; 0.09]

Ethiopia -0.73* [-1.43;-0.02] -516"*  [-5.71;-4.62] 1.96* [1.52;2.39]
Constant 7.03* [0.22;13.84]  11.84* [8.53; 15.16] 2.11% [-2.43;-1.79]
Number of observations 401 401 401
R-squared Adjusted 0.08 0.18 0.17

% 0<0.001, ** p<0.01, * p<0.05
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Table 16: Multiple regression: participation in Oxfam projects and women's care hours—energy-related projects

CAREASPRMARY ~  ANYCARE | FOODPREPARATION | WOMANHOURS
VARIABLES | ACTVITY _ RESPONSBILTY _  (Log) ___FUELCOLLECTION(LOG)
B 95% Cl B 95%Cl B 95% Cl

Woman in the household participated in project 0.22 [-0.42; 0.86] 2.39* [1.67;3.12] 0.15 [-0.29; 0.59] -0.13 [-0.49; 0.23]
Man in the household participated in project 0.05 [-0.72; 0.83] 0.65* [0.30; 0.99] 0.20 [-0.34; 0.74] -0.28* [-0.51; -0.06]
Household has access to external water services -0.33 [-2.10; 1.45] -0.03 [-2.26; 2.20] -0.32 [-1.04; 0.41] -0.53 [-1.64; 0.57]
Household has electricity -0.93**  [-1.07;-0.78] -1.15 [-3.39; 1.10] -0.16 [-0.58; 0.26] -0.85 [-2.07; 0.37]
Household uses health care utilities 0.04 [-1.02; 1.09] 1.62 [-6.25; 9.49] -0.36 [-0.82; 0.10] -0.44* [-0.83; -0.04]
Household uses child care utilities 0.54 [-1.07; 2.16] 1.76 [-2.54; 6.05] 0.20* [0.12; 0.28] -0.06 [-1.25;1.13]
Woman's age -0.05* [-0.09;-0.01]  -0.12* [-0.18; -0.07] -0.03 [-0.07; 0.01] -0.02 [-0.05; 0.01]
Number of household members 0.08 [-0.08; 0.24] 0.03 [-0.42; 0.48] -0.02 [-0.15; 0.11] 0.02 [-0.05; 0.09]
Household has child below age six 0.66 [-1.07; 2.40] 4.05* [1.70; 6.40] -0.26* [-0.47; -0.06] 0.49* [0.04; 0.94]
Household has dependent adult 0.13 [-1.16; 0.89] 2.24 [-0.14; 4.62] 0.30 [-0.15; 0.76] -0.38 [-1.52; 0.76]
Household assets 0.01 [-0.25; 0.26] -0.05 [-0.19; 0.09] -0.07 [-0.22; 0.08] -0.10* [-0.20; -0.01]
Woman's decision-making and influence power 0.03 [-1.27;1.33] 1.29 [-1.02; 3.60] 0.08 [-0.80; 0.96] -0.64 [-1.92; 0.63]
Country effects

Colombia 0.39 [-0.60; 1.37]  14.59**  [12.60; 16.58] 1.19** [1.02; 1.37] 1.00 [-1.37; 3.37]

Ethiopia 0.25 [-0.43; 0.92] 1.83* [0.64; 3.02] 0.67* [0.22; 1.12] -0.75* [-1.27;-0.23]

Philippines 1.20* [0.14; 2.26) 6.40* [3.53; 9.27] 0.63* [0.03; 1.24] -1.65* [-3.07;-0.23]
Constant 7.04* [1.06; 13.02] 8.63 [-2.40; 19.65] 2.07 [-1.91; 6.05] -1.40 [-4.95; 2.14]
Number of observations 603 603 603 603
R-squared Adjusted 0.08 0.28 0.09 0.12

% 0<0.001, ** p<0.01, * p<0.05
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Table 17: Time use of girls and boys (reported by mothers)

COLOMBIA ! ETHIOPIA ! PHILIPPINES : UGANDA : ZIMBABWE ! TOTAL

TIME ALLOGATION Mt;:an M?;n T-value E M?" Mf;" T-value E M?" Mﬁ;" T-value E Mc;:an MeMan T-value E Mc::an M:;n T-value E Mt’e:an M,e;n T-value
Ages 0-17 : : : : :
Sleep 955 925 044 | 1043 106 09 | 973 1016 244" | 1044 1058 1.1 | 1094 1097 011 | 1034 1053  -2.16*
Paid work 15 0.3 14 1 047 021 058 1 014 058 352* 1 05 065 -1.74 1 007 031  -206* 1 028 046  -3.48
Education 513 635 207 , 248 193 15 | 48 375  42™ | 25 237 088 , 508 477 067 | 337 29 326"
Care work 0.54 0.37 11 049 043 125771 038 025 37T 1047 034 431037 026 240 ! 044 025 1094
Leisure 3.22 3.83 06 , 609 66  -229° , 461 527  -248* , 666 706 171 , 53 55 048 | 58 626  -3.49%
Number of households 10 LY ' 156 | 242 L 100 | 695
Ages 0-4 1 1 1 1 1
Sleep | 1351 1351 001 | 1239 1283 08 | 1184 1198 042 | 1392 1392 0, 1273 1289 -0.68
Paid work 0 0 .10 0 o0 01 024 141 1 0 0.67 A4 1 003 013 16
Education . 014 013 005 , 053 03 08 , 093 016 23 , 0 05 4, 048 021 183
Care work 1 003 002 009 ! 003 006 072 ! 015 019  -069 1 0.03 0 1 1 006 008 -0.76
Leisure | 915 912 008 , 646 678 047 | 995 956 065 , 975 875 099 , 877 864 043
Number of households No observations : 56 : 40 : 50 : 12 : 158
Ages 5-8 1 1 1 1 1
Sleep ' 1042 1033 043 ! 947 997 A8 ! 1085 1034 221" ! 1055 99 195 ! 1036 1022 1.09
Paid work 10 0.19 4 10 0 .1 002 035 178 1 0 0 .1 001 019 -2.02¢
Education | 153 145 025 | 533 483 068 | 19 232 072 | 745 79 A7 | 303 306  -0.09
Care work I 029 014 208 1 03 021 123 1 043 034 12 1 013 02 096 1 033 024 2.38*
Leisure | 68 658 044 , 49 502 02 722 73 013 | 485 47 029 | 636 635 0.06
Number of households No observations : 43 : 34 : 54 : 10 : 141
Ages 9-12 1 1 1 1 1
Sleep 9 9 94 941 019 ! ge2 891 247 ! 936 95 16 ! 973 964 1 lem 9% 15
Paid work 0 0 .1 007 037 137 1 0 029 144 , 078 068 072 1 0 0 .1 03 042 1.35
Education 717 7 1) 366 3.04 148 | 729 69 106 | 338 387  -137 | 591 582 022 | 474 462 057
Care work 047 04 05 1 08 025 635 1 054 032 345 1 076 049  334% 1 029 015 203 1 07 035 745"
Leisure 3.33 4 05, 413 5 221* | 278 376 237" | 472 576 221 | 555 6 424, 41 502 407
Number of households 2 138 1 34 147 1 1132
Ages 13-17 : : : : :
Sleep 9 8 ' 853 913 206 ! 838 882 203 ! 91 950 252 ! 947 919 044 ! 88 023 364
Paid work 1 1 .1 066 066 0 1 038 255 411" , 141 144 01 , 0 086 207 4 081 146  -3.02%
Education 4 7 A ! 388 372 048 ) 706 37  418™ | 361 239 269" ! 631 55 07 ! 48 346 43
Care work 0.7 0 14 1 088 026 89 | 064 051 177 1 073 053  27* 1 09 06 178 1 076 047 642
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Leisure 2 2 0 1 372 434 481 1 289 365  -229° | 387 552 -366™ 1 319 372 064 1 349 45  -4.42"
Number of households 2 : 32 : 36 : 57 : 18 : 145

***p<0.001, ** p<0.01, * p<0.05. Boldface type indicates statistically significant results.

Note 1: Numbers reflect average hours per person. In other words, numbers account for differences in numbers of
boys and girls within households.

Note 2: Table shows results of paired-sample t-test. This test runs only for paired samples, and automatically excludes observations (i.e. households) where no boy-girl pair is
available (i.e. households that have only girls or only boys).
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Table 18: Multiple regression: association between recognition of care work and redistribution of youth care hours

REDISTRIBUTION OF CARE HOURS

VARIABLES BETWEEN BOYS AND GIRLS
. Model1® ____ __Model2®
B 95% Cl OR 95% Cl

One of the adults values care work more than paid work 0.09 [-0.84;1.01] 1.18 [0.74;1.87]
Both adults value care work more than paid work -0.13 [-1.05;0.79] 1.19* [1.00;1.42]
One of the adults considers care work as more significant than paid work 0.15 [-0.88;1.17] 1.22 [0.27;5.54]
Both adults consider care work as more significant than paid work 0.10 [-0.99;1.19] 1.41 [0.29;6.78]
One of the adults recognizes woman's contribution -0.36 [-1.61;0.89] 0.83 [0.67;1.04]
Both adults recognize woman's contribution -0.10 [-2.49;2.29] 0.77 [0.48;1.24]
One of the adults recognize problematic nature of care work 0.45 [-5.91;6.81] 1.14 [0.10;13.33]
Both adults recognize problematic nature of care work 0.50 [-5.90;6.90] 1.09 [0.09;13.33]
Number of household members -0.10 [-0.37;0.18]  0.78"**  [0.71;0.86]
Household has child below age six -0.38 [-2.63;1.88] 1.63 [0.66;4.04]
Household has dependent adult 0.73 [-0.99;2.44] 1.39 [0.83;2.33]
Household assets -0.12 [-0.30;0.05] 0.95* [0.90;1.00]
Country effects

Colombia 0.44 [-2.22;3.09] 0.41 [0.16;1.05]

Ethiopia 222 [-3.03;-141] 0.28**  [0.18;0.43]

Philippines -0.27 [-1.02;0.49] 1.14 [0.76;1.72]

Uganda 0.05 [-0.52;0.62] 1.12 [0.97;1.30]
Constant 0.51 [-7.03;8.06] 3.44 [0.14;85.94]
Number of observations 590 590
R-squared ®) 0.065 0.100

50,001, ** p<0.01, * p<0.05

Note (@: Model 1 is an OLS ran on log-transformed continuous variable (ratio of care hours). Model 2 is logit regression ran on binary

measure of redistribution

Note (b): R-squared reported in this table includes Adjusted R-squared for OLS regression (Model 1) and Pseudo R-Squared for logit

regression (Model 2)
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Table 19: Multiple regression: association between woman's decision-making power and redistribution of youth care hours

REDISTRIBUTION OF CARE HOURS

VARIABLES BETWEEN BOYS AND GIRLS
o Model1® . Model2 | _ __ _Model3® _ ____ ___Model4
B 95% Cl OR 95% Cl B 95% Cl OR 95% Cl

Woman's decision-making power (mean score) 0.52 [-0.74;1.78] 1.12 [0.48; 2.60] -0.11 [-0.54; 0.33] 0.86  [0.70; 1.05]
Woman's relative autonomy index -0.03 [-0.08; 0.03] 0.98 [0.95;1.02] -0.02 [-0.08; 0.03] 0.98 [0.95;1.02]
Woman's satisfaction with division of labor in households -0.07 [-0.41;0.27] 0.86 [0.71;1.05] -0.06 [-0.43; 0.31] 0.86 [0.71;1.05]
Household-level acceptance of beating of woman -0.01 [-0.55; 0.53] 1.02 [0.65; 1.60] -0.01 [-0.56; 0.54] 1.01  [0.64;1.61]
Household-level acceptance of criticism of woman 0.37 [-0.26; 0.99] 1.25 [0.93; 1.68] 0.39 [-0.31; 1.09] 127  [0.92;1.75]
Household-level recognition of value of care work relative
to paid work -0.01 [-0.46; 0.44] 1.16 [0.92; 1.46] -0.02 [-0.48; 0.44] 116 [0.92; 1.46]
Number of household members -0.10 [-0.27;0.06])  0.76*** [0.70; 0.84] -0.10 [-0.27; 0.06] 0.76** [0.69; 0.84]
Household has child below age six 0.08 [-1.43;1.59]  2.02** [1.36; 3.02) 0.06 [-1.44; 1.56] 1.99**  [1.36; 2.91]
Household has dependent adult 0.83 [-0.68; 2.33] 1.26 [0.70; 2.28] 0.85 [-0.69; 2.38] 1.28  [0.68;2.40]
Household assets -0.12 [-0.25; 0.02] 0.96* [0.93; 0.99] -0.11 [-0.24; 0.01] 0.96**  [0.94; 0.99]
Country effects

Colombia -1.82* [-2.96; -0.69] 0.82 [0.62; 1.07] A1.77* [-3.05; -0.50] 0.78  [0.59;1.04]

Ethiopia -2.40%* [-2.90;-1.90]  0.30*** [0.26; 0.34] -2.354* [-2.70; -2.00] 0.32** [0.27; 0.37]

Philippines 0.23 [-0.27;0.72)  1.52** [1.41;1.63] 0.22 [-0.33; 0.76] 1.50***  [1.39; 1.61]

Uganda 0.03 [-0.63;0.69] 147 [1.11; 1.24] 0.02 [-0.70; 0.74] 1.16"*  [1.10;1.22]

[0.77;

Constant -0.36 [-4.02; 3.30] 2.35 [0.72; 7.63] 0.11 [-3.59; 3.82] 3.24 13.62)
Number of observations 631 631 631 631
R-squared © 0.08 0.11 0.08 0.11

50,001, ** p<0.01, * p<0.05

Note (@: Model 1 and Model 3 are OLS ran on log-transformed continuous variable (ratio of care hours). Model 2 and Model 4 is logit regression ran on binary measure of

redistribution

Note ®): Model 3 and Model 4 use woman's decision-making-and influence scale. Model 1 and Model 2 use woman's decision-making scale

Note (©): R-squared reported in this table includes Adjusted R-squared for OLS regression (Model 1 and Model 3) and Pseudo R-Squared for logit regression (Model 2 and Model

4)
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Table 20: Multiple regression: association between access to services and reduction of youth care hours

ANY CARE HOURS (LOG) WATER AND FUEL COLLECTION HOURS (LOG)
VARIABLES ___ Daughters  Sons | _ _Daughters _  _Sons |
B 95% ClI B 95% ClI B 95% ClI B 95% ClI
Having improved water source
Improved water source - not provided by government 0.31 [-0.05; 0.67] -0.09 [-0.79; 0.62] 0.02 [-0.35; 0.39] 0.07 [-1.25; 1.40]
Improved water source - provided by government 0.39 [-0.25; 1.04] 0.29 [-0.79; 1.36] 0.48 [-0.11;1.07] 0.16 [-1.18; 1.51]
Having electricity
Electricity not provided by government 0.16 [-0.99; 1.32] 0.40 [-0.18; 0.97] -0.63 [-3.14; 1.87] -0.10 [-0.63; 0.43]
Electricity provided by government 0.18 [-0.38; 0.75] 1.12* [0.31;1.94] 0.34 [-0.06; 0.75] 1.11% [0.54; 1.68]
Using health care facility
Health care not provided by government 0.91 [-0.52; 2.34] 1.35 [-0.08; 2.77] 0.53 [-0.96; 2.03] 1.06 [-0.55; 2.67]
Health care provided by government -0.20 [-1.27; 0.86] 0.89 [-0.35; 2.13] -0.45 [-1.97; 1.08] 0.40 [-0.86; 1.67]
Using child care facility
Child care not provided by government -0.16 [-2.61;2.29] -0.17 [-2.02; 1.69] -1.00 [-2.91; 0.90] 0.24 [-1.95; 2.42]
Child care provided by government 0.37 [-0.67; 1.41] 0.59* [0.04; 1.15)] 043 [-0.42; 1.28] 0.54 [-0.63; 1.72]
Household-level recognition of care work
Value of care work relative to paid work -0.28 [-0.82; 0.27] -0.50* [-0.95; -0.06] -0.26 [-1.02; 0.51] -0.32* [-0.63; -0.01]
Recognition of woman's contribution 0.03 [-0.32; 0.37] -0.03 [-0.81; 0.76] -0.16 [-0.39; 0.08] -0.00 [-0.64; 0.64]
Recognition of problematic nature of care work -0.06 [-0.90; 0.78] 0.02 [-0.70; 0.74] -0.02 [-0.73; 0.69] 0.11 [-0.85; 1.08]
Number of household members 0.44* [0.29; 0.60] 0.30* [0.12; 0.47] 0.43* [0.20; 0.66] 0.36* [0.25; 0.46]
Household has child below age six -1.57*  [-2.61;-0.52] -1.93* [-3.14;-0.72] | -1.26*  [-2.49;-0.04]  -2.25 [-3.79; -0.71]
Household has dependent adult -0.02 [-0.76; 0.72] 0.74 [-0.66; 2.13] 0.48 [-0.02; 0.98] 0.50 [-0.57; 1.58]
Household assets 0.06 [-0.03; 0.14] -0.02 [-0.15; 0.11] 0.00 [-0.05; 0.05] 0.00 [-0.19; 0.19]
Country effects
Colombia -0.13 [-1.25; 0.98] 0.64 [-0.63;1.92] | -3.47*  [455;-1.79]  -1.57* [-2.89; -0.24]
Ethiopia 0.00 [-0.40; 0.40] -0.91 [-1.86; 0.03] -0.15 [-1.67;1.37]  -1.69**  [-2.20;-1.19]
Philippines -0.64 [-1.59; 0.31] -0.70* [-1.07;-0.32] | -1.24* [2.34;-0.14]  -0.78* [-1.38; -0.17]
Uganda 0.16 [-0.33; 0.65] 0.35 [-0.21; 0.91] 0.10 [-0.27; 0.47] -0.16 [-0.53; 0.21]
Constant -4.48*  [-8.12;-0.85] -4.52* [-7.74;-1.30] | -4.22* [7.79;-0.66]  -4.80* [-8.18; -1.41]
Number of observations 656 670 656 670
Adjusted R-squared 0.180 0.139 0.144 0.129

5 50,001, * p<0.01, * p<0.05
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Table 21: Multiple regression: association between labor-saving equipment and youth care hours

ANY CARE HOURS (LOG) WATER AND FUEL COLLECTION HOURS (LOG)
VARIABLES _._._.Daughters i Soms | _Daughters | ___Soms
B 95% ClI i B 95% CI B 95% ClI B 95% ClI

Rain water harvesting system/water reservoir/storage tank -0.01 [-0.38; 0.35] -0.41 [-0.83; 0.00] -0.06 [-0.89; 0.77] -0.60 [-1.42;0.23]
Transport for fetching water (e.g. bicycle, cart) -0.00 [-0.45; 0.45] 0.32 [-0.54; 1.19] -0.42 [-1.33; 0.49] 0.18 [-0.22; 0.58]
Water tap on compound -0.70* [-1.20; -0.21] -0.35 [-0.91; 0.20] -1.19* [-2.18;-0.21] -0.34 [-0.72; 0.04]
Flask for liquids/food 0.15 [-1.06; 1.35] -0.51 [-2.38; 1.36] 0.29 [-0.75; 1.32] -0.59 [-1.64; 0.45]
Firewood or charcoal efficient stove -0.07 [-0.32; 0.19] 0.33 [-0.57;1.22] 0.18 [-0.65; 1.00] 0.52* [0.04; 1.00]
Dustbin/compost pit -0.01 [-0.61; 0.59] -0.57* [-1.10; -0.05] -0.37% [-0.70; -0.04] -0.85"  [-1.27;-0.44]
Improved water source - not provided by government 0.29 [-0.50; 1.09] -0.00 [-0.80; 0.79] 0.14 [-0.41; 0.69] 0.13 [-1.58; 1.84]
Improved water source - provided by government 0.16 [-0.53; 0.85] 0.32 [-0.43;1.07] 0.51* [0.16; 0.86] 0.20 [-0.93; 1.33]
Electricity not provided by government 0.41 [-1.08; 1.89] 0.43 [-0.13; 1.00] -0.19 [-3.43; 3.05] 0.00 [-0.26; 0.26]
Electricity provided by government 0.48 [-0.06; 1.03] 0.93 [-0.00; 1.87] 0.73* [0.33;1.12] 0.81* [0.32; 1.30]
Value of care work relative to paid work -0.34 [-0.85; 0.17] -0.52 [-1.17;0.13] -0.36 [-1.33; 0.61] -0.34 [-0.81;0.13]
Recognition of woman's contribution 0.08 [-0.28; 0.45] -0.04 [-0.95; 0.88] -0.13 [-0.42; 0.17] 0.02 [-0.66; 0.70]
Recognition of problematic nature of care work -0.18 [-1.26; 0.90] 0.06 [-0.29; 0.42] -0.07 [-1.01; 0.87] -0.09 [-0.98; 0.81]
Number of household members 0.45* [0.31; 0.59] 0.32* [0.12; 0.51] 0.45* [0.21; 0.68] 0.37* [0.26; 0.48]
Household has child below age six -1.56* [-2.74;-0.38] -1.86* [-3.32; -0.40] -1.37% [-2.63;-0.12] -2.29* [-4.03; -0.56]
Household has dependent adult 0.24 [-0.34; 0.81] 0.69 [-0.88; 2.25] 0.59* [0.28; 0.91] 0.52 [-0.65; 1.70]
Household assets 0.06 [-0.02; 0.14] -0.00 [-0.11; 0.11] 0.03 [-0.04; 0.11] 0.03 [-0.09; 0.16]
Country effects

Ethiopia 0.71* [0.07; 1.36] -0.20 [-1.83; 1.44] 0.33 [-0.38; 1.04] -0.74 [-2.43; 0.96]

Philippines -0.72* [-1.25; -0.20] -0.79 [-2.00; 0.42] -1.79% [-2.32; -1.26] -0.94 [-2.04; 0.15]

Uganda 0.12 [-0.01; 0.25] 0.27 [-0.16; 0.70] 0.02 [-0.03; 0.07] -0.20 [-0.58; 0.18]
Constant -4.12* [-7.36; -0.88] -3.60*  [-5.26;-1.93] -4.23* [-7.56; -0.89] -3.41* [-6.07;-0.76]
Number of observations 659 670 659 670
Adjusted R-squared 0.18 0.145 0.14 0.155

% 120,001, ** p<0.01, * p<0.05

Page 37 of 79



Table 22: Social norms — responses to vignettes, perceptions of who should help with care, and acceptability of shaming men involved in care

From whom should women mainly receive help
with caring for people and domestic work?

1 1 1 1 1
SOCIAL NORMS COLOMBIA ! ETHIOPIA ! PHILIPPINES ! UGANDA ! ZIMBABWE ! TOTAL
No. % ' No. % ' No. % ' No. % ' No. % ' No. %
| | | | |
Disapproval of vignette that describes couples : : : : :
where woman man is engaged in paid work while : : : : :
woman does all the care work . . . . .
WOMEN 1 1 1 1 1
Strongly approve 1 1% 1 99 4% . 98 4% ., 24 7% 15 7% . 287 2%
Approve 32 8% | 75 3N% 1 81 36% | 174 47% 1108  53% | 470 42%
Disapprove 46 55% 1 34 14% 1+ 24 1% 1+ 96 26% 1 60 29% 1 260 23%
Strongly disapprove 5 6% , 32 13% |, 22 10% , 74 20% , 21 10% , 154 14%
Total 84 100% ! 240 100% ! 225 100% ! 368 100% :204 100% ! 1121 100%
MEN 1 1 1 1 1
Strongly approve 0 0% ! 61 26% ! 61 36% ! 50 14% ! 14 7% ! 186 18%
Approve 27 50% . 146 61% | 56 33% . 160 43% , 89  44% , 478 46%
Disapprove 25 46% | 11 5% 30 18% 1 79 2% 73 3% | 218 21%
Strongly disapprove 2 4% 1 2 9% 1 22 13% 1+ 79 21% 1 28 14% . 152 15%
Total 54 100% | 239 100% | 169 100% | 368 100% | 204 100% | 1034  100%
| | | | |
Approval of vignette that describes couples | | | | |
sharing work I I I I I
WOMEN : : : : :
Strongly disapprove 3 4% v 22 9% 1+ 34 %% 1 6 2% 1+ 3 1% '+ 68 6%
Disapprove 2 2% 7 3% , 51 23% , 18 5% 13 6% , 9 8%
Approve 42 50% 1 74 31% ' 67 30% ! 127 35% 1101 50% ! 411 37%
Strongly approve 37 44% . 137 5% .+ 73 32% . 217 59% . 87  43% . 551 49%
Total 84 100% | 240 100% | 225 100% | 368 100% | 204 100% | 1121 100%
MEN 1 1 1 1 1
Strongly disapprove 1 2% 17 ™% | 28 7% | 22 6% , 3 1% , T1 7%
Disapprove 1 2% 1 64 21% 1 44 26% 1+ 54 15% 1+ 11 5% 1 174 17%
Approve 32 59% | 84 35% | 54 32% , 99 21% 115 56% , 384  37%
Strongly approve 20 37% ' 74 3% '+ 43 25% ' 193 52% 75  37% ' 405 39%
Total 54 100% , 239  100% , 169  100% , 368  100% , 204 100% , 1034  100%
: : : : :
| | | | |
| | | | |
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Woman should not receive help from men
Woman should receive help from men
Total
Woman accepts mocking/shaming a man in at
least one situation
No
Yes
Total
Man accepts mocking/shaming a man in at least
one situation
No
Yes
Total

19
66
85

84

84

53

54

22%
78%
100%

100%
0%
100%

98%
2%
100%

87
153
240

182
95
237

170
59
229

36%
64%
100%

7%
23%
100%

74%
26%
100%

65
160
225

152
44
196

102
43
145

29%
1%
100%

78%
22%
100%

70%
30%
100%

31
338
369

272
95
367

256
109
365

8%
92%
100%

74%
26%
100%

70%
30%
100%

192
204

184
18
202

191
1"
202

214
909
1123

874
212
1086

772
223
995

19%
81%
100%

80%
20%
100%

78%
22%
100%
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Table 23a: Multiple regression: association between social norms and redistribution of care hours—individual-level measures of social norms

REDISTRIBUTION OF HOURS : REDISTRIBUTION OF HOURS
VARIABLES _CARE AS PRIMARY ACTIVITY (LOG) | CARE AS PRIMARY ACTIVITY (LOG)
B 95% CI ' B 95% ClI

Recognition of woman's contribution to household -0.30 [-0.80; 0.19] : -0.36* [-0.65; -0.08]
Value of care work relative to paid work - by women -0.79* [-1.56; -0.03] i -0.75 [-2.38; 0.87]
Value of care work relative to paid work - by men -0.63 [-1.51; 0.25] +-1.09* [-1.82;-0.35]
Significance of care work relative to paid work - by women -0.46* [-0.82; -0.10] i -0.37 [-1.06; 0.31]
Significance of care work relative to paid work - by men 0.59* [0.07;1.12] 1 0.18 [-0.35; 0.71]
Woman's disapproval of unequal division of labour (vignette) 0.30 [-0.39; 0.99] i 0.08 [-0.72; 0.89]
Man's disapproval of unequal division of labour (vignette) 0.12 [-0.21; 0.46] | 0.45¢ [0.16; 0.75]
Woman's approval of equal division of tasks (vignette) -0.04 [-0.40; 0.31] I -0.19 [-0.98; 0.59]
Man's approval of equal division of tasks (vignette) 0.21 [-0.12; 0.54] : 0.41 [-0.21; 1.04]
Woman shall receive help from male members of households 0.10 [-0.56; 0.76] 1 -0.22 [-1.07; 0.63]
Woman accepts mocking of a man -0.06 [-0.53; 0.40] i 0.58 [-0.36; 1.52]
Man accepts mocking of a man -0.09 [-1.17;1.00] i -0.12 [-2.47;2.22)
Woman accepts beating of a woman 0.17 [-0.29; 0.62] i -0.09 [-0.80; 0.61]
Man accepts beating of a woman 0.01 [-0.59; 0.61] b 0.12 [-1.15;1.39]
Woman accepts criticism of a woman -0.59 [-1.38; 0.20] i 0.56 [-0.14; 1.26]
Man accepts criticism of a woman 0.81 [-0.02; 1.63] {040 [-2.61;1.81]
Woman's relative autonomy index 0.05* [0.02; 0.07] : 0.04 [-0.02; 0.11]
Man's relative autonomy index -0.03 [-0.09; 0.04] i -0.00 [-0.05; 0.04]
Woman's decision-making and influence power -0.27 [-0.55; 0.00] b 0.02 [-0.55; 0.60]
Woman's age -0.01 [-0.03; 0.01] i -0.02 [-0.05; 0.02]
Number of household members -0.07 [-0.20; 0.05] 1 0.06 [-0.10; 0.22]
Household has child below age six 0.45 [-0.77;1.68] i 042 [-0.33; 1.17]
Household has dependent adult 0.06 [-1.20; 1.32] L 0.25 [-0.72;1.21]
Household assets 0.02 [-0.13; 0.18] I 0.04 [-0.20; 0.28]
Country effects :

Colombia 0.06 [-0.53; 0.65] L 2.427 [1.03; 3.80]

Ethiopia -2.43" [-2.81;-2.05] i 0.30 [-0.31; 0.91]

Philippines 0.11 [-0.16; 0.38] 1 0.07 [-0.79; 0.93]

Uganda 0.29 [-0.49; 1.06] i 0.68* [0.06; 1.30]
Constant -3.25"* [-4.21;-2.30] | -2.85 [-5.14; -0.56]
Number of observations 772 | 786
R-squared Adjusted 0.18 | 010
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***p<0.001, ** p<0.01, * p<0.05
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Table 23b: Multiple regression: association between social norms and redistribution of care hours—household-level measures of social norms

REDISTRIBUTION OF HOURS : REDISTRIBUTION OF HOURS
VARIABLES CARE AS PRIMARY ACTIVITY (LOG) +' CARE AS PRIMARY ACTIVITY (LOG)
B 95% ClI i B 95% ClI

Either woman or man recognizes woman's contribution 0.11 [-0.48; 0.70] . -0.12 [-0.89; 0.66]
Both woman and man recognize woman's contribution -0.67 [-1.88; 0.55] 1 -0.80* [-1.58;-0.03]
Either woman or man value care work more than paid work -0.18 [-1.25; 0.90] i -0.16 [-0.64; 0.31]
Both woman and man value care work more than paid work -0.78 [-2.42;0.87] L -0.89 [-2.02; 0.24]
Either woman or man consider care work more significant than paid work -0.77* [-1.39; -0.16] i -0.80 [-2.51;0.91]
Both woman and man consider care work more significant than paid work -0.78 [-1.77;0.21] L0.73* [-1.34;-0.13]
Either woman or man disapproves unequal division of labor 0.03 [-0.56; 0.61] : 0.07 [-1.09; 1.23]
Both woman and man disapprove unequal division of labor 1.47 [-0.45; 3.38] i 1.20% [0.30; 2.10]
Either woman or man approve equal division of tasks 0.40 [-0.74; 1.53] . -0.59 [-2.48; 1.31]
Both woman and man approve equal division of tasks 0.56 [-0.03; 1.15) i 037 [-0.67; 1.40]
Woman shall receive help from male members of households 0.02 [-0.53; 0.57] +-0.25 [-1.14; 0.64]
Either woman or man accept mocking of a man 0.39 [-0.62; 1.40] i -0.36 [-1.92; 1.20]
Both woman and man do not accept mocking of a man 0.35 [-0.89; 1.59] L <040 [-2.44;1.63]
Either woman or a man accept beating of a woman 0.02 [-0.63; 0.67] : -0.68 [-2.82; 1.47]
Neither woman nor man accepts beating of a woman -0.07 [-0.70; 0.56] i -045 [-2.30; 1.40]
Either woman or a man accept criticism of a woman 0.13 [-0.93; 1.19] b 074 [-1.04; 2.52]
Neither woman nor man accept criticism of a woman -0.26 [-1.18; 0.66] i 019 [-2.63; 3.02]
Woman's relative autonomy index 0.04* [0.02; 0.05] b 0.04 [-0.01; 0.10]
Man's relative autonomy index -0.02 [-0.07; 0.04] i -0.00 [-0.06; 0.05]
Woman's decision-making and influence power -0.22 [-0.76; 0.31] L 0.10 [-0.54; 0.74]
Woman's age -0.01 [-0.03; 0.01] i-0.02 [-0.06; 0.03]
Number of household members -0.09 [-0.19; 0.02] L 0.03 [-0.11; 0.18]
Household has child below age six 0.56 [-0.30; 1.41] : 0.62* [0.06; 1.18]
Household has dependent adult 0.03 [-1.01;1.07] i 0.36 [-0.35; 1.06]
Household assets 0.02 [-0.16; 0.19] :0.05 [-0.20; 0.31]
Country effects i

Colombia -0.00 [-0.82; 0.81] L2320 [0.98; 3.67]

Ethiopia -2.55%** [-3.19; -1.91] i -0.28 [-1.02; 0.47]

Philippines 0.23 [-0.10; 0.57] 005 [-0.75; 0.85]

Uganda 0.18 [-0.25; 0.60] : 0.78* [0.03; 1.54]
Constant -3.94* [-6.30; -1.58] | -3.30™ [-4.45; -2.16]
Number of observations 773 Vo787
R-squared Adjusted 0.17 0.08

% 5<0.001, ** p<0.01, * p<0.05
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Table 24: Multiple regression: association between social norms and redistribution of care hours—youth

REDISTRIBUTION OF CARE HOURS
BETWEEN BOYS AND GIRLS
VARIABLES . Model1®  Model2t
B 95% ClI OR 95% ClI

Recognition of woman's contribution to household's wellbeing -0.13 [-1.15; 0.89] 0.88 [0.72;1.09]
Value of care work relative to paid work 0.08 [-0.54; 0.70] 1.16** [1.05; 1.29]
Significance of care work relative to paid work -0.04 [-0.70; 0.61] 1.09 [0.59; 1.99]
Disapproval of unequal division of labor -0.02 [-0.68; 0.64] 0.89 [0.66; 1.19]
Approval of equal division of tasks -0.32 [-0.85; 0.22] 0.79 [0.47;1.33]
Woman shall receive help from male members of households 0.05 [-0.72; 0.82] 1.03 [0.70; 1.51]
Accepting mocking of a man -0.06 [-0.25; 0.14] 117 [0.91; 1.50]
Accepting beating of a woman -0.06 [-0.67; 0.55] 1.02 [0.70; 1.50]
Accepting criticism of a woman 0.54 [-0.18; 1.26] 1.34** [1.18;1.52]
Woman's relative autonomy index -0.01 [-0.05; 0.03] 0.98 [0.96; 1.00]
Man's relative autonomy index -0.02 [-0.08; 0.03] 0.98 [0.93; 1.03]
Number of household members -0.12 [-0.41; 0.16] 0.75** [0.71; 0.80]
Household has child below age six -0.02 [-1.94; 1.91] 1.89 [0.87; 4.07]
Household has dependent adult 0.90 [-0.68; 2.48] 1.52 [0.96; 2.42]
Household assets -0.12 [-0.32; 0.07] 0.95 [0.89; 1.02]
Country effects

Colombia 0.26 [-1.04; 1.57] 0.67* [0.46; 0.99]

Ethiopia -2.38"*  [-2.69; -2.06] 0.28** [0.19; 0.41]

Philippines 0.28 [-1.19; 1.75] 1.22 [0.83;1.77]

Uganda 0.31 [-0.07; 0.70] 1.50*** [1.18;1.91]
Constant 0.92 [-0.48; 2.31] 3.01 [0.80; 11.28]
Number of observations 524 524
R-squared ®) 0.0832 0.124

% 0<0.001, ** p<0.01, * p<0.05

Note @: Model 1 is an OLS ran on log-transformed continuous variable (ratio of care hours). Model 2 is logit regression ran on binary
measure of redistribution

Note ®): R-squared reported in this table includes Adjusted R-squared for OLS regression (Model 1) and Pseudo R-Squared for logit
regression (Model 2)
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Table 25a: Association between Oxfam's norms-related projects and social norms—bivariate regressions

VARIABLES B 95% CI Numberof o o ouared (1
observations

Recognition of woman's contribution to household's wellbeing 601 0.17
Either woman or man participated in project -0.23 [-0.63; 0.17]
Both woman and man participated in project -0.08 [-0.96; 0.79]

Value of care work relative to paid work 689 0.10
Either woman or man participated in project 0.18 [-0.39; 0.75]
Both woman and man participated in project 0.33 [-0.42; 1.09]

Significance of care work relative to paid work 689 0.12
Either woman or man participated in project -0.28 [-0.91; 0.35]
Both woman and man participated in project -0.06 [-0.48; 0.35]

Disapproval of unequal division of labor (vignette) 678 0.06
Either woman or man participated in project 0.40*** [0.23; 0.57]
Both woman and man participated in project 0.59*** [0.48;0.70]

Approval of equal division of tasks (vignette) 671 0.12
Either woman or man participated in project 0.48 [-0.32; 1.28]
Both woman and man participated in project 0.49 [-0.37; 1.35]

Woman shall receive help from male members of households 689 0.09
Either woman or man participated in project -0.07 [-0.74; 0.61]
Both woman and man participated in project -0.10 [-0.82; 0.62]

Acceptance of mocking a man for doing care work 625 0.11
Either woman or man participated in project 0.41 [-0.08; 0.90]
Both woman and man participated in project 1.01 [-0.30; 2.32]

Acceptance of beating of a woman due to perceived failure to do care tasks 622 0.10
Either woman or man participated in project 0.15 [-0.53; 0.82]
Both woman and man participated in project 0.24 [-0.61; 1.09]

Acceptance of criticizing a woman due to perceived failure to do care tasks 644 0.16
Either woman or man participated in project -0.02 [-0.63; 0.60]
Both woman and man participated in project 0.13 [-0.82; 1.08]

Woman's relative autonomy index 689 0.01
Either woman or man participated in project 0.45 [-0.82;1.72]
Both woman and man participated in project 1.73 [-1.81; 5.28]

Man's relative autonomy index 665 0.05
Either woman or man participated in project 1.46* [0.14; 2.78]
Both woman and man participated in project 2.65* [0.86; 4.45]

5 5<0.001, ** p<0.01, * p<0.05
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Note ™): All outcome measures, except Woman's RAI and Man's RAI are categorical variables. Therefore, we ran ordinal regression models (with country fixed
effects and country-clustered robust standard errors), and report Pseudo R-Squared. For Woman's RAI and Man's RAI we ran OLS regressions (with country
fixed effects and country-clustered robust standard errors), and, therefore, report Adjusted R-Squared
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Table 25b: Association between Oxfam's norms-related projects and social norms—multiple regressions

DISAPPROVAL OF UNEQUAL MAN'S RELATIVE
VARIABLES .. SHAREOFTASKS i _ AUTONOMY INDEX _
B 95% Cl : 95% Cl

Either woman or man participated in the project 0.60** [0.24;0.97] : 0.87¢ [0.07; 1.68]
Both woman and man participated in the project 0.73*** [0.30; 1.16] LT [0.19; 3.36]
Value or care work relative to paid work -0.11 [-0.47; 0.26] i 0.23 [-0.33; 0.78]
Significance of care work relative to paid work 0.15 [-0.04; 0.33] b-0.04 [-1.13; 1.05]
Accepting mocking of a man -0.22 [-0.91;0.47] i 0.06 [-1.29; 1.41]
Accepting beating of a woman 0.28 [-0.37; 0.93] {030 [-0.02; 0.62]
Accepting criticism of a woman -0.03 [-0.64; 0.57] : 0.07 [-2.17; 2.31]
Recognition of woman's contribution -0.02 [-0.25; 0.22] i -1.08* [-2.16; -0.01]
Approval of equal share of tasks -0.71* [-1.33;-0.08] VAL [-0.62; 4.83]
Woman shall receive help from male members of households 0.09 [-0.23; 0.41] i 1.66 [-2.08; 5.40]
Number of people in the household 0.04 [-0.05; 0.13] L -0.05 [-0.32;0.22]
Household has child below age six -0.10 [-1.06; 0.86] i 1.84 [-0.82; 4.49]
Household has dependent adult -0.31* [-0.60; -0.03] L 0.61 [-1.65; 2.86]
Household assets 0.03 [-0.07;0.12] L-0.07 [-0.46; 0.32]
Man's age 0.01 [-0.01; 0.02] : 0.04* [0.02; 0.05]
Man's education 0.08 [-0.08; 0.23] + -0.06 [-0.24; 0.11]
Woman's relative autonomy index -0.03 [-0.05; 0.00] i 0.36* [0.12; 0.60]
Woman's age -0.01 [-0.02; 0.00] :
Woman's education 0.1 [-0.05; 0.26] i
Man's relative autonomy index 0.03* [0.00; 0.06] :
Disapproval of unequal share of tasks (vignette) 1 0.58 [-0.70; 1.86]
Country effects !

Colombia 0.52* [0.09; 0.96] Do-2.34" [-3.13; -1.55]

Ethiopia -1.46* [-2.87;-0.06] i 043 [-1.37; 2.23]

Philippines -1.52* [-2.58;-0.46] : 203 [-1.71;5.77]
Number of observations 498 i 501
R-squared 0.09 024
R-squared Adjusted i

50,001, * p<0.01, * p<0.05
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Table 26a: Time allocation in 2014 and 2015

ETHIOPIA (n=141)

ZIMBABWE (n=162)

TOTAL (n=303)

TIME ALLOCATION Mean: Mean: T % of | Mean Mean 3 % of | Mean Mean 3 % of |

014 2015  vawe M9 o i e Chamg, :o . chang

e 1 2014 2015 1 2014 2015 I

WOMEN | | |

Hours spent on care work as primary activity 7.01 6.19 2.28* 12, 525 575  -149 10 , 607 595 047 2
Hours spent on care work as primary or secondary I I I
activity 9.23 9.04 0.37 2 1621 721 22 16 | 765 809 -1.29 6
Hours spent on any care responsibility(@ 14.3 15.29 -1.13 7 : 1.8  10.81 15 -8 : 1296 129 0.12 0 :
I 1747 I 18.27* I

Hours multitasking(®) 15.28 7.49 9.39** .51 ! 18.88 4.96 * -4 ! 172 614 * -64 !
- | | |

Leisure, personal care (as either primary or secondary) 16.83 20.73  6.19** 23 ! 2212 19.73  3.86™** 1 ! 19.66 202 -1.14 3 !
- 1 1 - 1

Hours spent on sleep as primary activity 6.91 8.16 4,35 18 : 8.8 8.91 -0.55 1 : 792 856 3.66** 8 :
= 1 1 1

Hours spent on productive / paid work (as primary) 1.97 3.18 3.99%** 61 ! 2.91 2.2 1.99* 24 ! 248 265 -0.73 7 !
Hours spent on total work (includes productive work and . . .
care) 8.99 9.37 -1.07 4 : 8.16 7.94 0.52 -3 : 854  8.61 -0.23 1 :
MEN : : :

1 1 1

1 = 1 1

Hours spent on care work as primary activity 1.43 0.17 5.52%** -88 ! 058 123 3.85** 112 ! 098 0.74 1.61 -24 !
Hours spent on care work as primary or secondary | - | |
activity 2.09 0.62 5.67** -70 ; 0.6 169 4.85** 182 ; 129 119 0.55 -8 ;
Hours spent on any care responsibility(@ 3.91 2.27 2.83* 42 v 225 269  -1.002 20 v 3.02 249 1.47 -18
10.04** ; 15.44** ; 17.86** ;

Hours multitasking(®) 9.82 05 * 95 11479 074 * 95 11248 0.63 * 95
Leisure, personal care (as either primary or secondary) 19.18 213 -3.19* 11,2331 2147 426" 9 2139 2123 038 1
Hours spent on sleep as primary activity 7.24 7.61 -1.36 5 1872 888 -0.69 2 1803 829 -146 3
Hours spent on productive / paid work (as primary) 6.14 6.94 -1.87 13 : 5.76 59 -0.3 2 : 594 638 142 7 :
Hours spent on total work (includes productive work and I I I
care) 7.57 7.1 1.04 6 1634 712 -1.82 12 1 691 712 064 3 )

*kk

supervision: adult

p<0.001, ** p<0.01, * p<0.05. Boldface type indicates statistically significant results.
@ includes care as primary, care as secondary, supervision: child; and
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() Hours in which at least 2 care activities (includes care as primary, care as secondary, supervision: child; and
supervision: adult)
Note: Table shows results of paired-sample t-test.

Table shows average change in time allocation between from year 2014 to
year 2015
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Table 26b: Number of hours spent on tasks by women and men in communities in Ethiopia and Zimbabwe, 2014 and 2015

ETHIOPIA (n=141)

ZIMBABWE (n=162)

TOTAL (n=303)

1 1 1 1

L L 1 1

1 1 1 1

HOURS : Mean: Mean: T- % of : Mean: Mean: T-valve % of : Mean: Mean: T-valve % of :

, 2014 2015 valve change | 2014 2015 change | 2014 2015 change |

WOMEN ! ! ! !

As primary activity : : : :
Water collection : 0.65 0.58 0.87 -11 : 0.31 0.77 -4.26*%* 148 : 0.47 0.68 -3 45 :
Fuel collection 1 043 0.28 1.77 35 4 1.7 0.56 4.03*** 52, 083 0.43 4.36*** -48
Food preparation : 2.79 2.89 -0.53 4 : 0.79 2.28 -8.68*** 189 : 1.72 2.56 -6.34%+* 49 :

As either primary or secondary activity | | | |
Water collection : 0.73 0.69 0.5 -5 : 0.33 0.96 -5.15%%* 191 : 0.52 0.83 -4.071%** 60 :
Fuel collection 1 0.65 0.38 2.53* -42 o 1.24 0.62 4,05%** -50 1 0.97 0.51 4.76%* -47 |
Food preparation : 3.18 3.13 0.24 -2 : 0.84 2.67 -10.3*%* 218 : 1.93 2.88 -6.62%*%* 49 :
MEN 1 1 1 1

As primary activity ! ! ! !
Water collection | 004 004 028 0o, ol 035 -372%** 250 , 007 02  -3.39%* 186
Fuel collection : 0.06 0 2.09* -100 : 0.03 0.42 -4 7F** 1300 : 0.05 0.22 -3.7%%%* 340 :
Food preparation p 0.18 0 1.88 -100 0 0.13 -3.58%** p 0.09 0.07 0.33 22

As either primary or secondary activity ! ! ! !
Water collection \ 006 004 047 33 , 0.1 0.4  -42% 300 , 008 023 -3.49** 188 ,
Fuel collection : 0.09 0 2.49* -100 : 0.03 0.46 -5.07*** 1433 : 0.06 0.25 -3.76*** 317 :
Food preparation 1 0.23 0 2.28* -100 0 0.15 -3.89*+* o 0.11 0.08 0.44 -27 |

% p<0.001, ** p<0.01, * p<0.05. Boldface type indicates statistically significant results.

Note: Table shows results of paired-sample t-test.
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Table 27a: Change in time allocation from 2014 to 2015

' Ethiopia Zimbabwe Total
CHANGE IN HOURS FROM 2014 TO 2015 : (n=141) (n=162) (n=303)
WOMEN Col % Col % Col %

Hours spent on care work as primary activity

Hours increase 36.2 51.9 44.6

No change 12.8 11.7 12.2

Hours decrease 511 36.4 43.2
Hours spent on care work as primary or secondary activity

Hours increase 42.6 525 47.9

No change 5.7 8 6.9

Hours decrease 51.8 39.5 45.2
Hours spent on any care responsibility@

Hours increase 511 42.6 46.5

No change 5 3.7 4.3

Hours decrease 44 53.7 49.2
Hours multitasking®

Hours increase 22.7 13 17.5

No change 4.3 5.6 5

Hours decrease 73 815 77.6
Leisure, personal care (as either primary or secondary)

Hours increase 62.4 21 40.3

No change 10.6 26.5 19.1

Hours decrease 27 52.5 40.6
Hours spent on sleep as primary activity

Hours increase 53.2 42 47.2

No change 18.4 204 19.5

Hours decrease 284 37.7 33.3
Hours spent on productive / paid work (as primary)

Hours increase 52.5 321 41.6

No change 15.6 32.7 24.8

Hours decrease 31.9 35.2 33.7
Hours spent on total work (includes productive work and care)

Hours increase 454 451 452

No change 16.3 9.9 12.9

Hours decrease 38.3 451 41.9

MEN
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Hours spent on care work as primary activity
Hours increase
No change
Hours decrease
Hours spent on care work as primary or secondary activity
Hours increase
No change
Hours decrease

Hours spent on any care responsibility@
Hours increase
No change
Hours decrease

Hours multitasking®
Hours increase
No change
Hours decrease
Leisure, personal care (as either primary or secondary)
Hours increase
No change
Hours decrease
Hours spent on sleep as primary activity
Hours increase
No change
Hours decrease
Hours spent on productive / paid work (as primary)
Hours increase
No change
Hours decrease
Hours spent on total work (includes productive work and care)
Hours increase
No change
Hours decrease

Table shows % of women and men for whom hours increased, hours didn't change at all, and hours decreased

5
48.9
46.1

12.8
35.5
51.8

284
24.8
46.8

9.2
21.7
63.1

56
19.9
241

38.3
255
36.2

50.4
6.4
433

426
5
52.5

38.3
44.4
17.3

44.4
38.9
16.7

45.7
30.2
241

9.9
22.8
67.3

6.8
55.6
37.7

414
216
37

44.4
13
426

51.2
9.3
39.5

228
46.5
30.7

29.7
37.3
33

37.6
21.7
34.7

9.6
25.1
65.3

29.7
38.9
31.4

39.9
234
36.6

47.2
9.9
42.9

47.2
7.3
455
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Table 27b: Change from 2014 to 2015 in hours spent on specific tasks

: Ethiopia Zimbabwe Total
CHANGE IN HOURS FROM 2014 TO 2015 ! (n=141) (n=162) (n=303)
WOMEN | Col % Col % Col %
As primary activity |
Water collection 1
Hours increase : 24.8 426 34.3
No change I 46.1 494 47.9
Hours decrease | 29.1 8 17.8
Fuel collection !
Hours increase : 14.9 19.8 17.5
No change I 61 39.5 49.5
Hours decrease : 24.1 40.7 33
Food preparation I
Hours increase : 42.6 69.1 56.8
No change I 22 19.1 20.5
Hours decrease : 355 1.7 22.8
As either primary or secondary activity I
Water collection :
Hours increase 1 2.8 22.8 135
No change : 92.9 4.7 83.2
Hours decrease 1 43 2.5 3.3
Fuel collection :
Hours increase | 0 19.8 10.6
No change | 96.5 79 87.1
Hours decrease i 3.5 1.2 2.3
Food preparation |
Hours increase i 0 8.6 4.6
No change : 95 914 93.1
Hours decrease | 5 0 2.3
MEN :
As primary activity |
Water collection :
Hours increase I 26.2 481 38
No change : 46.1 43.2 446
Hours decrease I 21.7 8.6 17.5
Fuel collection :
Hours increase I 16.3 204 18.5
No change ! 54.6 36.4 449
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Hours decrease
Food preparation
Hours increase
No change
Hours decrease

As either primary or secondary activity

Water collection
Hours increase
No change
Hours decrease

Fuel collection
Hours increase
No change
Hours decrease

Food preparation
Hours increase
No change
Hours decrease

Table shows % of women and men for whom hours increased, hours didn't change at all, and hours decreased

29.1
418

22
36.2

8.5

432

72.8
16
1.1

25.9
71.6
2.5

216
77.2
1.2

10.5
89.5

36.6

58.4
18.8
22.8

15.5
80.9
3.6

11.6
85.5

5.6
90.4
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Table 28: Time allocation in 2014 and 2015: by change categories

ETHIOPIA (n=141)

ZIMBABWE (n=162)

TOTAL (n=303)

1 1 1 1

TIME ALLOCATION , Mea  Mea I. %of | Mea Mea I %of | Mea Mea I %of

on: n: value N chan \ n: n: value N chan \ n: n: value N chan ,

''2014 2015 ge ' 2014 2015 ge ' 2014 2015 ge '

HOURS INCREASED I I I I

WOMEN ! I : :

1 - 1 - 1 - 1

| 459 812 1042 51 77 13.30% 84 111 , 379 741 17.02* 153 9%

Hours spent on care work as primary activity ! * ! 331 6.99 * ! * !
1 = 1 - 1 - 1

Hours spent on care work as primary or secondary | 6.48 1%1 1228 60 88 1184 85 130 1 501 104 16.85" 1; 108 1
activity : w | 398 9.16 * : * :
1 - 1 - 1 - 1

' 967 1?'2 1447 72 99 ! 127 1056* 69 107 ' 7.95 1%0 17.06™ 114 102 !

Hours spent on any care responsibility(@ ! * ! 6.16 8 * ! * !
1 - 1 1 . 1

1431 947 6.92* 32 120 - 21 153 1+ 4 9.25 9,15+ 53 131 1

Hours multitasking® : * | 352 89 585 : ' :
1 - 1 1 - 1

Leisure, personal care (as either primary or | 1%'0 227'0 11.83* 88 57 23.0 34 40 127 Zi.3 13.32+ 122 51
secondary) ! * ! 16.5 6 6.2 ! * !
1 - 1 - 1 b 1

1555 893 912 75 61 100 10.82* 68 31 1657 946 12.92* 1::' 44

Hours spent on sleep as primary activity | * 1769 4 * | * |
1 - 1 - 1 - 1

' 08 476 159" 74 495 1083% 52 37 | 094 487 185 418 |

Hours spent on productive / paid work (as primary) 1 b 1115 5.02 * ! * !
| | | |

: , ' 10.6 gt ' - ' 10.2 e 13 !

Hours spent on total work (includes productive 1 6.66 6 11.38* 64 60 1 12.77 73 80 1 6.05 6 17.13 7 70
work and care) : o | 552 9.92 * : * :
1 1 1 1

MEN I I I I

1 1 - 1 - 1

: 014 257 -3.23% 7 1736 : 12.29* 62 2062 : 12.73* 69 2038 :

Hours spent on care work as primary activity I 1 013 2.81 * 1 013 278 * I
Hours spent on care work as primary or secondary | - ! . ! . !
activity , 096 283 4o 18405 To4y 339 q006m 2 22 1 g2 328 11.04m 0 A0
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Hours spent on any care responsibility(@

Hours multitasking®
Leisure, personal care (as either primary or
secondary)

Hours spent on sleep as primary activity

Hours spent on productive / paid work (as primary)

Hours spent on total work (includes productive
work and care)

HOURS REDUCED
WOMEN

Hours spent on care work as primary activity
Hours spent on care work as primary or secondary
activity

Hours spent on any care responsibility(@

Hours multitasking(®)

Leisure, personal care (as either primary or
secondary)

Hours spent on sleep as primary activity

Hours spent on productive / paid work (as primary)

Hours spent on total work (includes productive
work and care)

1.38

0.15

16.4

5.22

413

5.13

8.83
11.5

19.0

18.6

21.3

8.75

4.09
113

5.8

2.31

23.0

8.5

8.87

9.53

4.72
6.56
10.2

6.4
17.2

6.83

1.36

7.59

7.1;6**
6.0;6**
9.0;9**
8.5;3**
12;:29*

11.08*

12.98*

*%

13.53*

*%

13.51*

*%

17.35*

*%

9.45*
7.89**

10.11*

*%

11.99*

*%

40

13

79

54

71

60

72

73

62

10

38

40

45

320

1440

40

63

115

86

47

43

46

-66

-19

-22

67

-33

0.78

15.6

7.52

3.54

3.96

8.07
9.55
16.6

224

23.5

9.9

6.93
10.7

497

2.75

23.6

10.1

8.64

4.2

5.17

9.54

4.47

16.3

7.57

1.37

5.89

9.34***
-3.94*
-3.13*

10.6**

13.41%

13.97*

11.27**
11.31**
13.95**
33.28**
9.82**
11.15**
13.25**

13.33*

74

16

11

67

72

83

59

64

87

13

85

61

57

73

537

51

36

144

127

48

46

43

-80

-30

24

-80

45

0.99

0.07

16.3

6.5

3.83

4.45

8.49
10.6

17.6

20.7

22.8

9.45

5.68
11.0

5.26

2.55

23.0

9.44

8.76

9.22

4.49

5.91

9.82

5.31

16.6

7.28

1.36

6.61

*

11.81*

G

9.59***

13.26**

18.71*

17.8%*

17.94%*
17.59*

18.5**
32.?1**
11.?6**
13.?2**
14.139**

17.38*

1

29

90
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3543

41

45

129

107

47

-44

-44

74

27

-23

-76
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MEN

:
I
1

Hours spent on care work as primary activity . 3.05
1

Hours spent on care work as primary or secondary |

activity v 377
I
1

Hours spent on any care responsibility(@ .73
:

Hours mulitasking® | 15.48
1

Leisure, personal care (as either primary or :

secondary) | 22,06
:

Hours spent on sleep as primary activity : 8.96
:
|

Hours spent on productive / paid work (as primary) : 8.75
1

Hours spent on total work (includes productive :

work and care) 1 9.62

*kk

0.05

0.37

1.11

15.5

6.51

5.07

5.16

@ includes care as primary, care as secondary, supervision: child; and

supervision: adult

7.85***

9.83***

7.23***

14.12*

*%

6.53***

9.83***

9.49***

11.42*

*%

p<0.001, ** p<0.01, * p<0.05. Boldface type indicates statistically significant results.

65

73

66

89

34

51

61

74

2.82

2.85

7.46

21.98

23.69

10.05

9.49

10.19

() Hours in which at least 2 care activities (includes care as primary, care as secondary, supervision: child; and

supervision: adult)
Note: Table shows results of paired-sample t-test.

0.64

0.63

1.33

0.7

16.5

7.5

4.49

5.64

8.3***

8.2*7**
6.8*9**
36;7**
8.1*4**
9.3*9**
1 ;3**

11.34*

*%

28

27

39

61

60

69

64

2.98

3.52

7.36

19.0

23.1

9.55

9.15

9.88

0.23

0.44

1.19

0.57

16.1

7.05

4.76

5.38

9.81* 9
* 93 2
11.54* 10 8
*% o 8
981 10 8
* 5 4
30.05* 19 9
*% 8 7
10.42* 3
* 9% 0

1351 11 2

1453 13 4
*% 0 8

16.12* 13 4
*k 8 6
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Table 29: Distribution of care hours among women and men in communities in Ethiopia and Zimbabwe, 2014 and 2015

ETHIOPIA ! ZIMBABWE ! TOTAL !

I Me Me I Me Me 1

|NEQUAL|TY: RA"O MEN'S HOURS/WOMEN'S HOURS Mean: Mean: T- % Of 1 an: an: T- % Of 1 an: an: T- % Of 1
2014 2015 valuu N chan : 201 201 valu N chan : 201 201 valuu N chan :

€ 4 5 € € 4 5 ¢ %€ .

T T 1

1 1 1

1 - 1 1

447 13 : 274 15 : 29 :

Hours spent on care work as primary activity 0.28 0.07 ek 6 -75 017 034 * 6 100 , 022 021 031 2 5
1 - 1 1

Hours spent on care work as primary or secondary 455 13 | 278 15 | 29 |
activity 0.29 0.1 = 4 66 1017 037 * 8 118 | 022 025 -046 2 14
1 - 1 1

13 1 224 15 1 28 1

Hours spent on any care responsibility(@) 0.31 0.24 089 2 23 ' 0.21 0.4 * 7 90 ' 026 033 -1.2 9 27 !
382 13 ; 384 15 ; 541 28 ;

Hours multitasking(®) 1.22 0.17 ek 3 -86 1 121 0.37 *hx 6 -69 1 122 0.28 ok 9 -77
Leisure, personal care (as either primary or 13 1 16 1 29 1
secondary activity) 1.18 1.11 1.05 1 -6 : 115 126 -1.16 0 10 : 116 119 044 1 3 :
13 | 16 | 29 |

Hours spent on sleep as primary activity 1.02 1 0.26 1 -2 1 1.01 1.05 -093 1 4 1 1.01 1.03 -042 2 2
Hours spent on productive/paid work (as primary ! ! 13 !
activity) 2.7 3.07 -0.69 69 14 : 141 1.65 -097 70 17 : 205 235 -1.04 9 15 :
Hours spent on total work (includes productive work 12 | 15 | 28 |
and care) 0.88 0.83 0.62 8 -6 1089 112 -195 4 26 1089 099 -1.31 2 11

% p<0.001, ** p<0.01, * p<0.05. Boldface type indicates statistically significant results.

(@) Includes care as primary activity, care as secondary activity, supervision:

child, and supervision: adult.

(6) Hours in which at least two care activities (includes care as primary activity, care as secondary activity,
supervision: child, and supervision: adult).

Note 1: Table shows results of paired-sample t-test.

Note 2: Analyses exclude households where woman hours = 0 while men

hours >0

Table shows average change in inequality (measured as ratio of men’s hours to women's hours) from
year 2014 to year 2015.
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Table 30: Change in inequality from 2014 to 2015

' Ethiopia Zimbabwe  Total
CHANGE IN RATIO OF MEN HOURS /WOMEN HOURS ! (n=141)  (n=162)  (n=303)
Col % Col % Col %

Hours spent on care work as primary activity

Ratio went up 32.6 53.1 43.6

Ratio stayed the same 5 43 4.6

Ratio went down 624 42.6 51.8
Hours spent on care work as primary or secondary activity

Ratio went up 29.8 57.4 44.6

Ratio stayed the same 4.3 3.7 4

Ratio went down 66 38.9 51.5
Hours spent on any care responsibility@

Ratio went up 34 60.5 48.2

Ratio stayed the same 4.3 1.2 2.6

Ratio went down 61.7 38.3 49.2
Hours multitasking®

Ratio went up 326 30.2 314

Ratio stayed the same 4.3 1.1 7.9

Ratio went down 63.1 58.6 60.7
Leisure, personal care (as either primary or secondary)

Ratio went up 36.9 46.3 41.9

Ratio stayed the same 3.5 19.1 11.9

Ratio went down 59.6 34.6 46.2
Hours spent on sleep as primary activity

Ratio went up 38.3 48.1 43.6

Ratio stayed the same 7.8 6.8 7.3

Ratio went down 53.9 451 49.2
Hours spent on productive / paid work (as primary)

Ratio went up 39.7 50 45.2

Ratio stayed the same 2.8 1.1 7.3

Ratio went down 574 38.9 47.5
Hours spent on total work (includes productive work and care)

Ratio went up 42.6 56.8 50.2

Ratio stayed the same 1.4 0.6 1

Ratio went down 56 42.6 48.8

Table shows % of households where ratio went up, ratio remained the same, and ratio went down
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Table 31: Ratio of men/women hours in 2014 and 2015: by categories

ETHIOPIA ZIMBABWE TOTAL
t t
| |
INEQUALITY: RATIO MEN HOURS/WOMEN HOURS \ \
Mean: 2014 Mean: 2015  T-value N % of change | Mean: 2014 Mean: 2015  T-value N % of change | Mean: 2014  Mean: 2015 T-valve N % of change
| |
| |
HOUSEHOLDS WHERE RATIO WENT UP : :
Hours spent on care work as primary activity 0.03 0.18 -2.32* 45 500 1 0.06 0.59 -6.26** 83 883 1 0.05 0.45 -6.45%** 128 800
1 1
Hours spent on care work as primary or secondary activity 0.04 0.21 2.9% 4 425 1 0.05 0.59 -4.9%* 90 1080 1 0.04 0.47 -5.35%** 131 1075
Hours spent on any care responsibility(@ 0.08 0.56 -3.22% 47 600 : 0.08 0.6 446 95 650 : 0.08 0.59 -5. 5+ 142 638
Hours multitasking®) 0.02 0.19 -3.61 46 850 : 0.09 0.74 S 45 722 : 0.05 0.46 -3.76%+ 91 820
Leisure, personal care (as either primary or secondary) 11 112 -0.13 45 2 1 1.07 1.31 -213* 85 22 1 1.08 1.24 -1.94 130 15
Hours spent on sleep as primary activity 0.95 0.89 0.65 44 -6 : 1.04 1.04 -0.07 86 0 : 1.01 0.99 0.37 130 -2
Hours spent on productive / paid work (as primary) 26 267 -0.08 22 3 1 1.56 142 0.31 33 -9 1 1.98 1.92 0.12 55 -3
Hours spent on total work (includes productive work and care) 0.65 0.99 -2.02* 42 52 : 0.83 128 -2.67% 83 54 : 0.77 1.18 -3.3%* 125 53
1 1
HOUSEHOLDS WHERE RATIO WENT DOWN 1 1
1 1
Hours spent on care work as primary activity 0.44 0.01 1.2 84 -98 1 0.32 0.05 4,54+ 66 -84 1 0.39 0.03 8.44%** 150 -92
Hours spent on care work as primary or secondary activity 041 0.03 7.654* 87 -93 : 0.34 0.07 5.34++ 62 -79 : 0.38 0.05 9.29%** 149 -87
Hours spent on any care responsibility(@ 045 0.05 545 79 -89 1 042 0.07 493" 60 -83 1 043 0.06 7.32%%* 139 -86
1 1
Hours multitasking® 1.94 0.13 423 81 -93 1 1.82 0.08 534 93 -96 1 1.88 0.1 6.71%%* 174 -95
Leisure, personal care (as either primary or secondary) 124 111 1.38 79 -10 : 1.16 1.16 0 68 0 : 12 1.13 0.96 147 -6
Hours spent on sleep as primary activity 1.06 1.05 0.12 80 -1 1 1 1.07 -1.04 68 7 1 1.03 1.06 -0.52 148 3
Hours spent on productive / paid work (as primary) 2.55 334 -1.19 41 31 : 1.35 1.9 -2.02 34 41 : 2.01 2.69 -1.78 75 34
Hours spent on total work (includes productive work and care) 1 0.74 241* 79 -26 1 0.98 0.98 0.01 64 0 1 0.99 0.85 1.46 143 -14

*** p<0.001, ** p<0.01, * p<0.05. Boldface type indicates statistically significant results.

@ includes care as primary, care as secondary, supervision: child; and supervision: adult

() Hours in which at least 2 care activities (includes care as primary, care as secondary, supervision: child; and supervision: adult)

Note 1: Table shows results of paired-sample t-test.

Note 2: Analyses exclude households where woman hours = 0 while men hours >0

Table shows average change in inequality only for households where ratio went up, or ratio went down
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Table 32: Change in access to equipment and services from 2014 to 2015

' Ethiopia  Zimbabwe Total
CHANGE IN ACCESS TO EQUIPMENT AND SERVICES ! (n=141) (n=162) (n=303)
|
TIME AND LABOUR SAVING EQUIPMENT . Col% Col % Col %
|
Transport for fetching water (e.g. bicycle, cart) :
Negative change: had in 2014, no longer has in 2015 3241 16 232
No change 973 67.9 63.1
Positive change: didn't have in 2014, has in 2015 107 16 13.7
Rain water harvesting system/water reservoir/storage tank :
Negative change: had in 2014, no longer has in 2015 1 6.1 74 6.8
No change . 84 87.7 86
Positive change: didn't have in 2014, has in 2015 99 4.9 7.2
Water tap on compound :
Negative change: had in 2014, no longer has in 2015 9.2 4.9 6.8
No change : 77.9 93.8 86.7
.—.._Positive change: didnt have in 2014, hasin2015_____ __ _ _ _. 120 65 ..
Water-related equipment @ :
Negative change: had in 2014, no longer has in 2015 : 33.6 16 23.9
No change 484 69.8 60.1
._.._Positive change: didn’ have in 2014, hasin 2015___ _  _ B3 M2 16
Firewood or charcoal efficient stove I
Negative change: had in 2014, no longer has in 2015 : 16.8 9.9 13
No change 1 557 475 51.2
Positive change: didn't have in 2014, has in 2015 : 275 42.6 35.8
Flask for liquids/food I
Negative change: had in 2014, no longer has in 2015 L3 8 5.8
No change 1 901 87.7 88.7
Positive change: didn't have in 2014, has in 2015 .69 4.3 55
Dustbin/compost pit I
Negative change: had in 2014, no longer has in 2015 . 244 74 15
No change 1 5141 82.7 68.6
Positive change: didn't have in 2014, has in 2015 : 244 9.9 16.4
Kerosene lamp I
Negative change: had in 2014, no longer has in 2015 | 4538 13 27.6
No change 1 489 741 62.8
Positive change: didn't have in 2014, has in 2015 ' 53 13 9.6
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Solar system/biogas system
Negative change: had in 2014, no longer has in 2015
No change
Positive change: didn't have in 2014, has in 2015
Generator
Negative change: had in 2014, no longer has in 2015
No change
Positive change: didn't have in 2014, has in 2015

Electricity-related equipment (®)
Negative change: had in 2014, no longer has in 2015
No change
Positive change: didn't have in 2014, has in 2015

SERVICES

Household has electricity
Negative change: had in 2014, no longer has in 2015
No change
Positive change: didn't have in 2014, has in 2015
Household has access to improved water
Negative change: had in 2014, no longer has in 2015
No change
Positive change: didn't have in 2014, has in 2015
Household has access to child day care services
Negative change: had in 2014, no longer has in 2015
No change
Positive change: didn't have in 2014, has in 2015

Table shows % of households with positive change, no change, and negative change in access to

equipment

(@) Water-related equipment combines the following three categories: (1) Transport for fetching water
(e.g. bicycle, cart); (2) Rain water harvesting system/water reservoir/storage tank; and (3) Water tap on

compound

214
52.7
26

290.8
45
252

22.9
63.4
13.7

3.7
94.4
19

35.2
56.8

9.9
78.5
11.6

15.4
72.4
12.3

29.7
59.7
10.6

(b) Electricity-related equipment combines the following two categories: (1) Solar system; and (2)

Generator
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Table 33: Participation in training activities in communities in Ethiopia and Zimbabwe, 2014 and 2015

' Ethiopia Zimbabwe  Total
PARTICIPATION IN TRAINING : (n=141) (n=162) (n=303)
| Col% Col % Col %
2014 :
| Training on water 1
Neither woman nor man participated in training : 29 67.3 50.2
Either woman or man participated in training 1 519 25.9 37.5
Both woman and man participated in training : 19.1 6.8 12.3
| Training on fuel 1
Neither woman nor man participated in training : 543 53.1 53.6
Either woman or man participated in fraining 1 38.6 32.7 35.3
Both woman and man participated in fraining : 7.1 14.2 1.1
| Training on income 1
Neither woman nor man participated in fraining : 18.8 58 40.7
Either woman or man participated in training 1 594 30.2 43.1
Both woman and man participated in fraining : 21.9 11.7 16.2
| Training on health 1
Neither woman nor man participated in training : 6.7 32.1 20.5
Either woman or man participated in training 1 452 35.2 39.7
Both woman and man participated in fraining : 48.1 32.7 39.7
| Training on gender 1
Neither woman nor man participated in training : 22.9 72.7 50.3
Either woman or man participated in training 1 588 23.6 39.4
Both woman and man participated in fraining : 18.3 3.7 10.3
|
2015 :
| Training on water 1
Neither woman nor man participated in training : 12.1 35.8 24.8
Either woman or man participated in training 1 383 35.2 36.6
Both woman and man participated in training : 49.6 29 38.6
| Training on fuel 1
Neither woman nor man participated in training : 24.8 31.5 28.4
Either woman or man participated in fraining 1 47.5 30.2 38.3
Both woman and man participated in fraining : 27.7 38.3 33.3
| Training on income |
Neither woman nor man participated in training : 7.1 33.3 21.1
Either woman or man participated in fraining 1 404 34.6 37.3
Both woman and man participated in fraining ' 525 32.1 41.6

Page 63 of 79



| Training on health
Neither woman nor man participated in training
Either woman or man participated in training
Both woman and man participated in training

| Training on gender
Neither woman nor man participated in training
Either woman or man participated in training
Both woman and man participated in training

CHANGE FROM 2014 TO 2015

| Training on water

Negative change: participated in 2014, didn't participate in 2015

No change

Positive change: didn't participate in 2014, but participated in 2015
| Training on fuel

Negative change: participated in 2014, didn't participate in 2015

No change

Positive change: didn't participate in 2014, but participated in 2015
| Training on income

Negative change: participated in 2014, didn't participate in 2015

No change

Positive change: didn't participate in 2014, but participated in 2015
| Training on health

Negative change: participated in 2014, didn't participate in 2015

No change

Positive change: didn't participate in 2014, but participated in 2015
| Training on gender

Negative change: participated in 2014, didn't participate in 2015

No change

Positive change: didn't participate in 2014, but participated in 2015

2.8
23.4
73.8

12.1
48.9
39

8.4
65.6
26

10.2
49.6
40.2

4.7
78.1
17.2

90.4
6.7

8.4
71.8
19.8

16.7
24.7
58.6

22.2
26.5
51.2

10.5
47.5
42

15.4
47.5
37

11.1
53.1
35.8

9.9
64.8
253

5.6
37.9
56.5

10.2
24.1
65.7

17.5
37
45.5

9.6
55.6
34.8

13.1
48.4
38.4

8.3
64.1
27.6

6.7
76.4
16.8

6.8
53.1
40.1
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Table 34: Regression: association between 2014 hours & inequality

. - I MODEL 2: Change in inequality | MODEL 3: Change in inequality
MODEL 1(L'c';g';";i‘t'e't2y in2015 from 2014 to 2015 i from 2014 to 2015
' i Note 3 ' i Note 4
HOURS IN 2014 ot i (tOGcontinuous)toes ¢ [(eategoricatoet |
Adjusted | Adjusted | Pseudo
B 95% ClI R- . B 95% ClI R- i B 95% Cl R-
squared | squared | squared
Hours spent on care work as primary activity 0.162 | 0.138 | 0.291
Men hours -0.04  [-0.98;0.91] | -0.00 [-0.01;0.01] | 145 [-0.53; 3.43]
Women hours -0.06 [-0.27;0.15] + 0.00 [-0.01;0.01] v -0.33"*  [-0.35; -0.31]
Hours spent on care work as primary or secondary activity 0.097 ' 0.104 ' 0.274
Men hours 0.15 [-0.61;0.91] I -0.00 [-0.01;0.01] I 1.10%*  [0.96; 1.23]
Women hours -0.10  [-0.30; 0.11] ; 0.00 [-0.01;0.01] ;<019 [-0.30;-0.07]
Hours spent on any care responsibility 0.030 0.092 0.145
Men hours 0.12  [-0.17;0.41] ' -0.00  [-0.01;0.01] ' 0.21 [-0.02; 0.43]
Women hours -0.03  [-0.30; 0.25] I 0.00 [-0.01;0.01] I -0.08™*  [-0.10; -0.06]
Hours multitasking 0012 0.102 0.324
Men hours -0.01  [-0.37;0.34] i -0.00  [-0.00;0.00] i 018 [0.18;0.18]
Women hours -0.02  [-0.13;0.08] ' 0.00  [-0.00;0.01] ' -0.09**  [-0.10; -0.08]
Leisure, personal care (as either primary or secondary) 0.038 | 0389 | 0.237
Men hours 0.01  [-0.03;0.04] | -0.00 [-0.01;0.01] | 0.25"*  [0.17;0.34]
Women hours 0.03  [-0.03;0.10] i+ 0.01  [-0.04;0.07] i -0.38"*  [-0.45;-0.32]
Hours spent on sleep as primary activity 0.009 ' 0.424 ' 0.266
Men hours 0.01  [-0.10;0.13] | -0.00 [-0.01;0.01] I 0.64**  [0.50;0.78]
Women hours 0.02 [-0.17;0.21]  0.01  [-0.04;0.06] | -1.00"*  [-1.01;-0.99]
Hours spent on productive / paid work (as primary) 0.016 0.338 i 0.248
Men hours 0.08 [-0.79;0.95] ' -0.01  [-0.02;0.00] ' 0.27*  [0.24;0.30]
Women hours -0.03  [-0.56;0.50] | 0.02 [-0.00;0.03] | -0.54*  [-0.77;-0.31]
Hours spent on total work (includes productive work and i i
care) 0.022 : 0.248 0.32
Men hours 0.11  [-0.36;0.58] ' -0.00  [-0.01;0.01] ' 0.35**  [0.22;0.47]
Women hours 0.03  [-0.28;0.35] I 0.01 [-0.03;0.04] | -0.42* [-0.57;-0.26]

***p<0.001, ** p<0.01, * p<0.05. Boldface type indicates statistically significant results.
Number of observatios in all models: N=303

Table shows association between 2014 hours and inequality.
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Note 1: Separate regressions were ran for each ratio of men/women hours in 2015. For example, 2015 ratio of men/women hours spent on care as primary activity is regressed
on men's and women's hours spent on care as primary activity (for 2014); or, 2015 ratio of men/women hours spent, say, multitasking is regressed on men's and women's hours
spent on multitasking. Each regression includes 2 independent variables: men's hours and women's hours. Regression takes into accout clustering of observations within
countries.

Note 2: All ratios were non-normally distributed, and regression yielded abnormally high confidence intervals - which means results are at risk of bias. Therefore, | ran regression
with log-transformed version of outcome variables. It seems to fix the problem with abnormally high confidence intervals.

Note 3: Outcome in these regressions is a continuous variable that shows change in ratio from 2014 to 2015. Due to non-normal distribution, | use log-transformed version of this
continuous variable.

Note 4: Outcome in these regressions is a categorical variable of change in ratio: it has 3 response categories (ratio goes up, ratio stays the same, ratio goes down).

Example of interpreting the results in last column: Households where women reported greater number of primary care hours in 2014 have lower odds of ratio going down = lower
odds of inequality increasing (B=-0.33).

It can also be interpreted that these households are more likely to experience ratio either go up or stay the same - but not go down.

In other words, in these households, men are likely to do more work or the same amount of work (relative to women) in 2015 as they did in 2014.

NOTE: Reporting B instead of Odds Ratio to facilitate interpretation.
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Table 35: Regression: association between some demographic characteristics and inequality: categorical

e Change in inequality from 2014 to 2015 (categorical) _ ]
Lekue, :
. i . i i i personal care | i . i Total work
Base"[‘e. Care as primary | Care as primary E Any care { Multitasking | (aseither ! Sleep i Ra'd work.(gs i (includes paid
characteristics i orsecondary i resposibility i i . i i primary activity) |
i i i i primaryor i i work and care)
OR | 95%Cl i OR | 95%Cl i OR | 95%Cl { ORi 95%Cl { OR | 95%Cl { OR | 95%Cl | OR | 95%Cl i OR | 95%Cl
! [ [ [ [ [ [ [
Woman's age 1020 1021, | 102 [1.021. ] 1.01* [1.01;1. | 0.9 [0.96:1. | 1.0 [0.991. | 1.0 [0.99:1. | [1.00;1. | 1.03*  [1.021.
Lo 0 o 02 i+ 01 19 03] 2 04] 1 2 04] 1+ 101 02 o 03]
Number of family oy 0891 oo 10681 [0.821. + 1.0 [0.911. , 1.0 [0.98;1. , 0.8 [0.68;1. [0.80;1. [0.81;1.
member L 7] 1 - 14] 1091 00 I 2 15] 11 04 |6 09 109 20 103 32]
Number of children <6 | (oo (0781 | , 7 [0.731. | [0.72;1. | 1.0 [0831. 1 0.9 [0.90;1. | 12 [0.62;2. | 1.11* [1.08;1. | [0.46;1.
years L o 56] 1 1.04 50 1 4 29] 17 04] 1 1 39 o 15] 1 075 23]
Pseudo R-squared 00387  + 00597  + 00464 ' 000207 00267 r 00175 ' 00146 ' 0.0493

**p<0.001, ** p<0.01, * p<0.05. Boldface t;/pe indicates statistically significant results.

Number of observations in all models: N=303

Outcome in these regressions is a categorical variable of change in ratio: it has 3 response categories (ratio goes up, ratio stays the same, ratio goes down).

Example of interpreting the results in this table: Households with older women have higher odds of ratio going down = higher odds of inequality increasing (OR=1.02***).

It can also be interpreted that these households are more likely to experience ratio either go down or stay the same - but not go up.
In other words, in these households, men are likely to do less work or the same amount of work (relative to women) in 2015 as they did in 2014.
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Table 36a: Regression: association between access to equipment & services in 2014 and change in inequality

Change in inequality from 2014 to 2015 (categorical)

! Leisure,

c : Care as : A : : personal care : : Paid work (as : .T?t?jl work. d
ACCESS TO EQUIPMENT AND areas | primary or ! ”Vc.zfl‘?t i Multitasking | (aseither | Sleep { primary E(mcukespzjal
SERVICES IN 2014 primary : secondary | resposibiiity : : primary or : : activity) : work an
i 9%5% | i 95% | i 95% | i 9%5% | i 95% | i 95% | i 95% | i 95%
ORECIEORECIEORECIEORECIEORECIEORECIEORECIEORECI
Transport for fetching water e.g. [0.88; | 1.1 [0.88 | 0.77 [0.67; | 0.61 [045; | [041; {147 [1.09; {120 [1.03; | 09 [0.74;
bicycle, cart 109 134] | 4 147) + * 088 | ™ 082 {128 401 | * 125 | * 139] | 4 1.18]
Rain water harvesting system/water [0.94;, i 0.7 [0.26; | [0.51; i [0.90; i [0.76; i [0.91; i [0.63; i 0.9 [0.68;
reservoir/storage tank 100 1.06] | 4 213] 1138 377 106 125 {152 3.02] {105 121 {099 154] { 3 1.26]
[0.57; i 1.7 [0.80; i [0.29; i [0.76; i [0.09; i [0.79; i [0.60; i 1.5 [0.74;
Water tap on compound 166 484 i 1 364 1072 179 :125 206] :049 280 :1.16 171 :1.08 195 i 0 3.04]
[0.50; i 0.9 [0.34; | [0.70; i 3.83 [1.56; | [0.37; i 1.36 [1.19; | [0.92; | 0.8 [0.54;
Flask for liquids/food 113 258 | 4 259] 1099 138 | ™ 942] 1078 165] ™ 155 {147 149] | 4 1.30]
[0.53; | 0.7 [0.27; { 0.53 [0.38; | [0.64; | [0.86; | 1.78 [1.36; i [0.87; i 06 [0.28;
Firewood or charcoal efficient stove | 0.81  1.23] | 8 227 4 ™ 073] {114 204] 1165 317 ¢ % 233] 1103 122 | 5 1.54]
[0.58; | 0.9 [0.88; [ 0.74 [0.65; | 1.65 [1.12; | [0.85, {143 [1.30; {123 [1.05 { 11 [1.01;
Solar system/biogas system 079 108 : 6 1.06] ; ** 084 ; * 243] 1114  154] ¢ = 1567] | * 144] | 8 1.37]
[0.99; | 1.4 [0.69; | [0.44; | [0.80; | [0.69; | [0.69;, | 0.65 1[043, i 05 [0.21;
Kerosene lamp 158 254] ¢ 3 299 11.02 235 {102 131 {091 122] :107 166] { * 0971 | 4 1.39]
083 | 1.0 [0.69; {171 [1.50; | [0.29; | [0.89; | [0.19; | [0.15; i 15 [0.52;
Generator 117 1.64] : 4 1.56] : ¥ 1.95] ;0.96 3.21] ;1.32 1.96] ;1.13 6.56] ;0.42 1.19] : 7 4.74]
[0.35 | 0.6 [0.25; | [0.69; | [0.73; | 069, ;318 [3.15 [ 0.69 [0.59; i 0.5 [0.38;
Household has electricity 077 1701 : 8 1.85] 1140 283] 1089 108 18 498 i = 321 i =  080] : 6 0.81]
Household has access to improved [066; { 0.7 [043; {120 [117; {090 [0.82; {135 [1.22; {0.29 [0.26; | [099; i 1.0 [0.71;
water 097 145] : 8 1.44] : e 1.24] : * 0.98] : wx o 1.50] : e 0.32] 21.33 1.78] : 9 1.68]
Household has access to childday | 0.84 [0.83; i 0.5 [0.36; | 0.58 [0.54; | [0.96; i [0.66; {110 [1.08 146 [1.37; | 1.0 [0.76;
care services 084 | 7+ 089] | 062] {149 231 1096 140] | 112] | % 156] | 6 149
Observations 293 i 293 i 293 i 293 i 293 i 293 i 293 i 293
0.03 : 0.0 : 0.06 : 0.02 : 0.03 : 0.05 : 0.02 : 0.0
Pseudo R-squared 34 i 620 i 02 i 94 i 07 i 20 i 67 i 298

*k%k

p<0.001, ** p<0.01, * p<0.05. Boldface type indicatés statistically significant results.
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Table 36b: Regression: association between change in access to equipment & services and change in inequality

e ___.__Change in inequality from 2014 to 2015 (categorical) |
| Leisure, |
Care as . Careas Any care | { personal care | . Paid work (as |
CHANGE IN ACCESS TO . i primaryor ility | Multitasking | (as either | Sleep i primary i Total work
EQUIPMENT AND SERVICES pimary 1 secondary | 'ooPOSPMY | primaryor | L activity) |
95% L 05% L 05% | L 05% L 05% L 05% L 05% L 95%
OR | "o 1ORL gl 1ORE T HOR TV OR Y ET FOR R L OR T OR T
[067; { 1.1 [0.65 i 1.1 [048; ; [0.88; i 0.9 [0.82;, : 0.88 [0.80; ; 1.08 [1.05; 1.0 [0.78;
Access to water-related equipment 1.05 1671 | 0 188 | 3 266) i 133 199 i 5 11 1 = 097] ™ 112] | 6 1.45]
Access to electricity-related 116 [1.01;, { 11 [0.89; | 1.2 [1.07, | 0.87 [0.87, | 1.0 [0.77; [0.39; | 0.87 [0.87; | 0.7 [0.65;
equipment * 1320 02 141 1% 138 % 088 | 9 154 1085 183 | ** 088 | 9  0.94]
140 [1.04 | 14 [079; | 1.6 [1.56; | [0.70; | 0.6 [057; | 0.81 [0.66; | [0.78; | 1.2 [1.06;
Access to efficient stove * 189 | 3 259 T 179 {100 143 | 6" 076 | * 098] | 1.02 1.32] | 4*  1.45]
Observations 293 | 293 | 293 . 293 | 293 | 293 . 293 | 293
0.02 1 0.0 L 0.0 1 0.00 L 0.0 1 0.00 1 0.00 1 0.0
Pseudo R-squared 95 | 500 | 525 | 460 | 218 | 784 | 949 L 120

“**p<0.001, ** p<0.01, * p<0.05. Boldface type
indicates statistically significant results.
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Table 37a: Regression: association between participation in training in 2014 and change in inequality

Change in inequality from 2014 to 2015 (categorical)
PARTICIPATION IN TRAINING IN : : | Lo, persoral | : Total work
) i Care as primary or ; Any care i L i care (aseither Paid work (as  ; ) .
2014 Care as primary : secondary : resposibility : Multtasking : primary or : Sleep : primary activity) : (mciiudeds paid
i i i i secondary) i i i work and care)
-“—“—“—'r—"—"—"—"—'i'—“—“—“—r'—"—"—"—"—i“—“—“—"r"—"—"—"—“i'“—“—“—'r—“—“—“—“—'r—"—"—"—r'—“—“—“—“—l"—"—"—"r"—"—"—"—"1"'—"—"—'r—"—"—"—"—"r—"—"—"—r'—"—"—"—"—
OR i 95%Cl i OR i 95%Cl i OR i 95%CI { OR i 95%Cl i OR i 95%Cl i OR | 95%Cl i OR | 95%Cl i OR i 95%Cl
Training on water i i i i i i i
Either woman or man [1.03; ! [0.75; ! [042; ! 1.97* [1.50; ! [0.88; ! [0.25; ! [0.24; ! [0.87;
participated in training 1.60* 2.46] : 1.14 1.75] : 0.69 1.13] : * 2.59] : 1.15 1.50] : 0.64 1.66) : 0.88 3.30] : 1.96 4.40]
Both woman and man 061, [0.40; [057, [1.03 [0.61; : 0.60* [0.46; [0.69; : 3.53* [3.13;
participated in training 1.33 2901 | 1.10 3.06] | 0.74* 0.94] | 1.36* 1.78] i 113 AV 0.78] | 1.03 153 | * 3.99]
Training on fuel
Either woman or man 097, | [066; | 118  [1.16; ! [095 | 081 [079 ! 092, | [0.40; | 0.57* [0.41;
participated in training 0.99 1.02] ¢ 091 125 & % 119] & 1.10 128] & * 084] | 123 1.66] i 0.88 1911 ¢ * 0.79]
Both woman and man [0.60; | 1.61* [1.50; | [0.63; i [046; | [0.31; | 1.69* .27, i [0.18; | 0.61* [0.50;
participated in training 1.05 182] @ ® 172) 1 125 248] 1 123 324] 1 066 138 @ ow 225] 1 067 251 1 = 0.74]
Training on income ]
Either woman or man 1.45* 137, | 078 | 064, | [0.56; | [0.34;, | 1.38 (130, | [0.78; | [0.38;
participated in training * 153] i 144 269] 1 110 191 1 095 159 i 072 183 1 ™ 1470 1 095 1.16] i 0.66 1.12]
Both woman and man 1.89* [145; | 1.66* [1.64; | [0.31; 1 [0.23; | [048; | [0.62; ! [0.72; 1 [0.49;
participated in training * 246) 0™ 167] 1 1.02 332 | 068 205 | 087 155] | 0.97 1.53] § 0.91 1.15] | 0.76 1.18]
Training on health ) )
Either woman or man [092; i [0.77, i 0.89* [0.84; i [0.56; i 0.60* [0.50; i [0.85, | 1.87* [1.20; i [0.63;
participated in training 1.03 1.16] ! 1.05 142] |+ % 0951 ! 085 128] | 0% 0731 ! 1.09 1411 ¢+ * 292) ! 158 3.96]
Both woman and man [048; | 079 ! [057; | [27; | (065 ! [1.00; | 1.80* (145 | [0.43;
participated in training 1.40 412) i 132 2211 ¢ 1.36 321 : 063 1470 1 097 145] i 112 125) & ® 224] ¢ 161 5.96]
Training on gender
Either woman or man [0.39; ! [0.45; ! [0.56; ! 0.69* [0.69; ! 1.61* [1.22; ! [0.88; ! [0.45; ! [0.34;
participated in training 1.05 279] | 084 157] | 096 165 | 0.70] | * 213] | 150 255] | 0.66* 096 | 085 2.12]
Both woman and man 0.39* [0.29; | [0.27; 083 | (015 (058 | 0.77; [084; | [0.40;
participated in training > 053] | 064 1.53] 1 127 193] 1 058 232 | 142 3451 i 1.09 1.53] 1 0.97 113 1 087 1.90]
Observations 283 : 283 : 283 : 283 : 283 : 283 : 283 : 283
0.054 i 0.065 i 0.052 i 0.020 : 0.039 :0.021 :0.022 i 0.047
Pseudo R-squared 0 i 3 i3 P2 i 9 i 8 i 4 i 9

***p<0.001, ** p<0.01, * p<0.05. Boldface type indicates statistically significant results.
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Table 37b: Regression: association between participation in training in 2015 and change in inequality

o iiieeoo_.__.__Change ininequality from 2014 to 2015 (categorical) |
: : " Leisure, s
i Careas | i i personal care | i Paidwork (as i Total work
\I:.Qimﬁlllzﬁngmg‘l gﬁ:ﬁa?; | primaryor ! reér;)cl):i?)ﬁiety | Multitasking ! (as either : Sleep . primary : (includes paid
i secondary i i primaryor i i activity) i work and care)
OR 1 95%Cli OR i 95%Cli OR | 95%Cl i OR i 95%Cl i OR i 95%Cl i OR | 95%Cl i OR | 95%Cl i OR i 95% Cl
Training on water f f E E E f E
Either woman or man [0.30; i [0.34; i [0.56; i 236 [1.51; | [0.69; | [0.22; i [0.88; i 1.38 [1.22;
participated in training 075 1.88] {090 238 {135 3.24] | ** 3.67] | 1.1 178] 109 536] {252 722] i ** 1.55]
Both woman and man [0.20; | [0.32; | [0.27, {208 [1.98; |1.48 [1.14; | [0.14; i 219 [1.37, | 1.74 [1.61;
patricipated in training 095 449 {107 352 {132 633 | ™ 218 | * 1.92] {061 258 | 348 | o 1.88]
Training on fuel
Either woman or man [0.78; { 0.87 [0.78; | 0.71 [0.54; | [049; {078 [0.70; | [0.54; [0.32; ! [0.57;
participated in training 093 1101 i * 097] | * 094] 1116 275 | ** 087] {087 141 {062 117] {084 1.22]
Both woman and man [0.57; ! [0.51; ! [0.70; ! [0.20; ! [0.88; ! [0.57; ! [043; ! 0.64 [0.52;
patricipated in training 099 1.73] {102 204 {101 146] {073 261 {098 108 {114 226 {076 132] | * 079
Training on income
Either woman or man [0.68; i [0.87; i 143 [1.36; | 0.67 [0.49; | [0.59; |0.73 [0.56; i [0.15; i 0.75 [0.60;
participated in training 0.83 1.01] {114 150 : ** 1.50] ¢ * 092] {129 280 : * 096] 044 131] i * 0.95]
Both woman and man [0.56; | [0.66; | [0.77, i 0.51 [040; | [0.46; | [0.17; i 0.44 [0.35; | [0.57;
patricipated in training 095 162] {089 121 {126 208 { * 065 ;116 287] ;062 217] i *  056] i 1.05 1.93]
Training on health _ _ _ _ _ _ _
Either woman or man [0.57; i [0.72; | 0.72; {1.46 [1.27; | [0.14; | 0.67 [066; i 1.73 [1.15; | 2.44 [1.96;
participated in training 088 1.36] {093 1.22] {119 1.95] | ** 166] | 1.76  21.84] | ** 068] | ** 259 | ™ 3.03]
Both woman and man 078 [0.73; ! 0.74 [0.62; ! [0.21; | 1.83 [1.76; ! [0.19; 072 [0.64; | 1.64 [1.29; ! [0.92;
patricipated in training ok 0.83] i ™ 088 | 0.77 278 | 191 139 999 | ** 0.82] i ™ 2.09] {137 203
Training on gender . . .
Either woman or man 196 [149; | 1.76 [1.19; | [0.68; | [0.15; | [0.18; | [0.98; | 0.43 [0.33; | [0.70;
participated in training b 258 | ™ 259] 1110 1.78] {045 1.36] ;089 434] 172 299 ; * 0.56] ;084 1.01]
Both woman and man [0.26; | [0.40; | [0.61; | 038 [0.22; | [0.23; {230 [1.20; | 0.57 [0.49; | [0.58;
patricipated in training 155 927] 1149 562] {103 1.74] @ ** 0.66] {054 126] | * 439] | 0.66] : 097 1.64]
Observations 303 i 303 i 303 i 303 i 303 i 303 i 303 i 303
0.03 i 0.05 i 0.05 i 0.02 i 0.03 i 0.01 i 0.03 i 0.03
Pseudo R-squared 41 i 52 i 00 i 58 i1 i 95 i 94 i 03
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Table 37c: Regression:

association between participation in training and inequality

___Ratio of men to women hours (LOG)

Leisure, personal

Total work

i i
PARTICIPATION IN ! i Care as primary or | Any care L i care(aseither | i Paidwork(as | . X
TRAINING Care as primary | secondary i resposibiity Multitasking | primary o | Sleep | primaryacivity) | (mclu;ﬁds é)::g)work
________ I A eo.oseeondary) o
B | 95%Cl | B i 95%Cl i B | 95%Cl | B i 95%Cl | B | 95%Cl | B 95%Cl | B | 9%cCl | B | 95%Cl
[0.37; [0.58;, | - (1.0 | - [0.86; | - [047;- 1 - [0.13; 042 | [-0.26;
Training on water 0.28 092 i 043 084 ;030 041] i 047 052 ;i 0.00% 0.00] i 0.04 005 i 0.09 061 025 0.76]
- [-1.05; - [-0.93; [-0.49; [-0.64; [-0.11; - [-0.58; - [-0.90;
Training on fuel 046 0.13] 0.28 0.37] 0.18 0.85] 0.02 0.68] 002 [-0.14;009] 0.00 0.12] 013 0.31] 037 0.16]
- [0.88; [-0.63; - [0.76; - 075 044 [0.02; - [-0.50; - [0.72;
Training on income 0.25 0.39] 0.01 0.66] 0.11 0.54] 0.07 0.61] * [0.05022] 0.3 0.27] 0.06 0.38] 022 0.28]
[-0.45; [047; [0.18; - [1.21; 0.17 - [-0.59; [0.31;
Training on health 0.25 0.95] 023 0.93] 052 1.22] 047 0.27] 010 [-009;029] *  [0.02032] 0.11 0.37] 0.25 0.80]
- [0.73; [-0.51; - [:0.83; - [1.32; - [0.15; [0.18; [0.21;
Training on gender 0.12 0.49] . 0.14 0.78] . 0.11 0.60] . 0.62 0.07] . 0.01  [-0.06;0.07] . 0.07 0.02] . 0.28 0.74] . 0.33 0.88]
Observations 387 i 387 i 387 i 387 i 387 i 387 i 387 i 387
Number of households 266 I 266 [ 266 I 266 [ 266 [ 266 [ 266 I 266

Table presents results of GEE model with robust clustered standard errors
GEE model accounts for within-subject correlations among responses over time and allow for time-varying covariates
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Table 38a: Regression: association between access to equipment & services in 2014 and change in women hours from 2014 to 2015

Water | coll‘zlavca;:s:l as | Fuel | Fuel | Food | FOOd' | | Care as | |
. 1 . 1 ) 1+ collectionas 1 . 1 prepa-ratlon i+ Careas either 1 1
collection as either collection as . preparation as either . . Any care I
; | ; | ; | primaryor | X | : | primary | primaryor | il | Multitasking
ACCESS TO EQUIPMENT AND P":T“‘?’V | "”ma’g“ | p":?'?’y ' secondary as"t’.'".‘ary ! p"ma’d}’“ ' activity ' secondary ! reSPONSBAY .
SERVICES IN 2014 activity | secon it‘;’y |actvity 1 ooty | actviy secon itayry ' I activiy | '
A R A A I | | U B B
OR 95% ' OR 95% ' OR 95% ' OR 95% ' OR 95% ' OR 95% ' OR 95% ' OR 95% ' OR 98% ' OR .o
R CI!R CI!R CI!R CI!R CI!R CI!R CI!R CI!R CI!R ’
Transport for fetching water e.g. 09 [058 1 09 061,108 (067,109 (078 | 07 [061, 108 1[043 107 (074 | 06 [047; | 08 [065 | 09 [048;
bicycle, cart 7 163 ' 4 145 ' 2 1020 ' 1 106 '3 087) ' 4  164] '9* 085 ' 1% 080 ' 1* 100 ' 7  1.96]
Rain water harvesting ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! !
system/water reservoir/storage 1.3 [1.17; | 1.4 [1.08 | 1.2 061, | 11 063 | 13 [0.98; | 14 [0.75; | 1.5 [1.01; | 3.5 .73 | 1.0 [0.37; | 06 [0.33;
tank 6%  158] 1« 1* 185 « 2 247) « 2 201 + 8 195 i« 6 285 i« 6 241 1 0% 706 + 8  314] « 9 145
07 042 109 (084 | 09 064 1 10 (069 | 14 (089 | 14 [119 | 12 [114; 1 07 (067, 1 09 [040; | 19  [0.36;
Water tap on compound 70 1M 2 1020 ' 3 135 ' 4 157 ' 7 241] O™ 165 ' 9% 145 '3% 079 ' 8 2421 ' 2 1031]
10 54 o7 pss los ez los 54 o4 21 loa g los paz oo pss Do 4z s (s
Flask for liquids/food 4 199 | 7 109] | 8 074 [ 1™ 068 | 8 110 | 2  130] [ 0% 061 | 3 160 | 1  240] | 6™ 199
Firewood or charcoal efficient 14 [070; + 10 [060; + 13 [076; + 1.2 [1.22; + 08 [0.38 1 09 [095 1 1.2 [121; + 1.8 [165 1« 25 [251; 1 20  [0.49;
stove 6 190 | 8 196] | 9 255 I8+ 134 | 4 184 | 7= 099 | 8= 135 | 3% 204 | 7 263 | 5  858]
12 055 ' 13 [077; ' 08 [063 ' 08 [064; ' 18 [125 ' 15 [058 ' 09 [068 ' 13 [0.86; ' 12 [057; ' 07  [0.59;
Solar systemibiogas system 8 206 | 6 2400 ! 8 r2gp 11 oy lae 26! 2 mes s 4yl o1 200! 1 26 e 09
06 [055 | 08 [076 | 14 [101, | 13 [107; | 12 [117, | 11 [1.00; | 0.8 [060; | 06 [043; | 09 [0.78 | 06  [0.13;
Kerosene lamp 6% 080] + 9 105 1 3* 202 1 3* 165] 1 8™ 140] « 5* 132] « 6  122] « 7 105 « 5  145] .« 2 293
03 (032 1 04 (032 1 02 027,102 (024 105 [020; 103 [002 | 04 [009 | 04 1[033% |05 [054 | 04 [0.20;
Generator 9 048] ' 1%+  052] ' 8% 028] '8+ 032 ' 5 149] ' 0 363 ' 2 204 4= 060] '7* 061] ' 6  1.06]
06 037, 1 o8 et Loz pss los poss 13 s 112 75 113 por 126 oo 1 pss |12 pss
Household has electricity 4 142 | 3 113 | 6 098 | 8  142] | 5 221 | 1 19 | 1 177 | 3™ 345 | O 301 | 3 234]
Household has access to improved | 1.1 [0.82; + 1.0 [0.65 . 13 [0.83; . 0.8 [0.74; .« 04 [0.22; + 03 [0.19; .« 1.0 [0.86; .« 1.1 [1.01; « 07 [0.38 .« 12 [0.60;
water 6 165] | 6 175 | 5  219] | 3* 092 | 2* 080 | 9* 082 | 0 116 | 8 136] | 4 143 | 9  278]
Household has accesstochildday | 1.4  [1.27; ' 14  [0.94; ' 12 [084 ' 11 [082 ' 07 [066; ' 07 [054 ' 08 [078 ' 14 [1.36; ' 1.6 [145 ' 11 [0.91;
care services = qs5) Lo 23 o g b7 res D oo D o9 I oo roy e qe) e sy |1 17
Observations 293 | 293 | 293 | 293 | 293 | 293 | 293 | 293 | 293 | 293
0.0 1 0.0 1 0.0 1 0.0 100 101 100 1 0.0 1 0.0 1 0.0
Pseudo R-squared 594 | 598 I 304 I 253 I 890 I 09 I 429 I 708 I 370 I 322

***p<0.001, ** p<0.01, * p<0.05. Boldface type indicates statistically significant results.

In these models, outcomes are categorical variables that show change in hours spent on a certain type of activity. Each outcome variable has 3 response categories: hours increased (from 2014 to 2015), hours
increased (from 2014 to 2015), and hours remained the same

Change is coded as 1=hours increase, 2 = no

change, 3 = hours decrease
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Table 38h: Regression: association between access to equipment & services in 2014 and change in men hours from 2014 to 2015

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
. I Wat_ercolle_ction I . I Fuel collection as I . I Fooq prepa_ration I . I Care as either I I
Water collection | as either primary | Fuel collectionas n 1 Food preparation | as either primary 1 Care as primary : 1 Any care 1 .
as primary activit or secondal rimary activit) primary or as primary activit or secondal activit primary or responsibilit! Multitasking
AccsssmEQull:rngAND SERVICES primary y | activityry | primary Y | secondary activity | 25 Primary Y | activityry | y | secondary activity | p y |
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
U OV WP UMOOY SOV SO NSOV SUUSOOOU DN SUNUOORgS OV NSRS NSO
ORR  95%Cl i ORR  95%CI i ORR  95%CI i ORR  95%CI i ORR  95%CI i %R 95% Cl i ORR  95%Cl i ORR  95%CI i ORR  95%CI i ORR  95%CI
045 1 [053 1 0.58 052 1 046* [0.35 1 032 1 092 ' 08t 074 1 082 [0.80; 1 0.84" 074, 1 076* 10.75;
Transport for fetching water e.g. bicycle, cart | 0.74 122) | 076 1100 | * 065 | * 060] | 132 545) | 1.83 363 | * 088 | * 084 | * 094 | * 0.77]
Rain water harvesting system/water [0.30; 1 [0.32; [0.67; 1 [044; [059; 1 3.01 [143; 1 [041; [047; [031; 1 [0.71;
reservoir/storage tank 1.81 1076] | 188 101 | 203 6.16] | 206 9571 | 420 2088 | ™ 6311 | 195 926] | 225 1075] | 130 543 | 096 1.30]
026 026 063 061, 014 0o7; 21, 029 034 [1.15;
Water tap on compound 0.50* 0.99] 058 1.29] 142 3.20] 142 3.33) 083 4.90] 0.56 4.45) 1.54 11.12] 150 7.82] 1.03 3.11] 2.74* 6.56]
[0.84 ! [051; ! [034; ! 0.48; ! [0.25; ! [0.19; ! [0.21; ! [031; ! [042; ! 2,53 [1.88;
Flask for liquids/food 1.20 1.70] | 092 1.67) | 172 8.68] | 260 14.11] | 057 1.28] | 0.55 1.60] | 0.86 3.45) | 099 3.10] | 113 3.04] | - 3.39]
0.45* [0.41; [037; [0.38; [0.42; [0.95; [0.90; [0.99; 1.24* [1.16; o8s; | 167 [1.46;
Firewood or charcoal efficient stove = 051 ' 061 1021 ' 098 252 ' 094 213 ' 118 145] 1 128 182] ' 102 105) ' om 132] ' 101 148 1 o= 1.90]
062 | 097, | 105 | 158 nas; | 200 ne2 | 089, | o081* 072, | o0.80* 069; | 64 | 087 [0.79;
Solar system/biogas system 1.01 166) 1 123 155 1 1.29* 157 1 * 2120 1 = 270] 1 142 142] 1 0= 090] 1 * 094 1 089 124] 1 ¢ 0.97]
042 | 046, | 136 117 | 098 | o062 056 | 065 | 058 | 049, | 048 | [0.55;
ferosene amp VR0 Lam s L s L g L g Lo na Lo e Lo s LY e e o
Generator 104 121] ! = 141] ! 083 126] ! 044 091] ! 250 2215 ! = 376] ! 0.92 138] ! 0.87 137] ! 123 158 ! B 1.04]
1061 [052; [043; [0.18; [041; [059; 0.26; [032; 062  074* [067;
Household has electricity 091 136 | os3 131 | 1 283 | 070 274 | os2 1651 | 100 169 | o83 250 | o092 267 | 151 3e6] | = 0.82]
062 ! [87; ! [043; ! [0.60; ! (058 ! 079; [090; ! 76 ! 084 ! 0.38;
Household has access to improved water 083 1120 | 109 1377 | 107 264] | 167 461 | 176 5377 | 129 2130 | 101 113) | 094 118) | 103 126) | o078 161]
Household has access to child day care 042 1 [036; 1 081 1 057, 1 019 1 [020; 1 078 1 [069; 1 0.76* 073 1 [0.97;
services 067 108] | 059 096] | 125 1921 | 133 3400 | 050 129] | 052 1317 | 093 1121 | 090 116] | * 0.80] | 101 1.04]
Observations 203 Y208 o293 Y208 Y203 ' 293 Y293 Y203 Y293 Y203
0.10 I 010 I o015 I e I 021 I 021 I 010 I 009 I 003 I o002
Pseudo R-squared 3 '3 o4 '7 ' ' 0 "0 ' 90 ' 39 'o57

*kk

p<0.001, ** p<0.01, * p<0.05. Boldface type indicates statistically significant results.

In these models, outcomes are categorical variables that show change in hours spent on a certain type of activity. Each outcome variable has 3 response categories: hours
increased (from 2014 to 2015), hours increased (from 2014 to 2015), and hours remained the same.

Change is coded as 1=hours increase, 2 = no change, 3 = hours decrease
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Table 39a: Regression: association between participation in training in 2014 and change in women hours from 2014 to 2015

Water i Water i Fuel Food preg::::ion i Care as either i
collection as | gollectlgn as + Fuel co_IIectlon | coII_ectlon as preparation as either Cgre as | primary or | Any care I
. | either primary asprimary | primaryor X ; primary | | o Multitasking
PARTICIPATION IN primary 1 da activity ' seconda as primary primary or activit 1 seco_n(_iary 1 responsibility
TRAINING IN 2014 activity | orsecondary | naary activity secondary y | activity |
,  activity ,  activity activity . .
OR 9% | OR 9% | oo 9% | OR 9% | OR 9% | OR 9% | OR 9% | OR 9% | OR 95% | OR 9%
R Cl R Cl Cl ] R Cl R Cl R Cl R Cl | R Cl ] R Cl R Cl
Training on water i i i
Either woman or man [0.23; [0.34; [0.53; [0.25; [0.37; [0.55; 1 0.69 [0.67; 1 0.60 [0.42; [0.66; [0.50;
participated in training 093 371 1103 3.11] 1.00 188] 1073 210 1078 167 1077 1.08] b 070 | = 0.86] | 119 215 1083 1.36]
Both woman and man [0.08; [0.13; [0.66; ! [0.33; [0.21; ! 053 [043; ' 0.63 [0.57; ! 047 [0.25; ! 132 [1.12% [0.34;
participated in training 069 623 | 074  4.26] 1.33 2.65] ! 082 206] , 055 141] ok 0.64] i 0.71] ! * 0.91] ! * 157] ;118  4.09]
Training on fuel | | |
Either woman or man [099; '1.10 [1.03 ! 079 [0.75; ‘! [0.66; [0.69; ' 089 [083 ' 079 [065 ! [0.74; ! [0.50; [0.37;
participated in training 132 179 * 1.18] b 0.83] ! 105 166] | 096  1.33] > 0.96] * 0.95] ! 091 1.11] ! 089 156] | 062  1.02]
Both woman and man 1.66  [1.66; [0.96; [0.41; I 1.82 [1.75 [0.18; [0.27; [0.93; I [0.43; I [0.52; [0.88;
participated in training b 166) + 1.34  1.86] . 0.96 227 ™ 189 127 886 .1.09 4520 ,106 1200 , 092 196 ., 083 131 160 291]
Training on income ! ! !
Either woman or man [0.76; [0.67; [0.69; I [0.64; [0.53; [0.31; [0.60; I [0.59; I [0.50; [0.56;
participated in training 0.91 1.071 + 092 126] , 0.83 1.01 , 098 150 126 299 , 092 271] 117 228 ,128 281 , 09 182 , 087 1.35]
Both woman and man [0.28; [0.35; [0.26; | [0.22; [052; | 0.59 [0.53; [0.46; | [0.59; | [0.93; | 137 [1.02;
participated in training 129 588 ' 154 6.77] ' 067 1.74) » 064 185 ' 080 1.22] ok 065] ' 097 205 '087 128 ' 1M1 1.33] * 1.83]
Training on health ! ! !
Either woman or man 0.59 [0.36; | 0.57 [0.35; | 0.89 [0.85; | [0.63; [0.39; [0.37; [0.88; | [0.90; | 0.58 [0.56; [0.41;
participated in training * 0.95] * 0.93] b 092] * 094 142] + 099 250] ' 088 209 r1.16 153] r 1.08 129 v *** 0.60] ' 1.02 256
Both womanandman | 0.49  [047; 1 051 [041; [0.21; | [0.22; [0.96; ! 1.50 [1.46; [0.51; | [0.90; | [0.11; [0.73;
participated in training bl 0.51] b 064] | 093  4.24] i 082 3.04] | 133 184] ok 153] , 0.89  1.55] i 115 1.48] i 034 1.08 | 123 207]
Training on gender ' 1 1
Either woman or man 137 [1.26; 1 1.24 [1.23; [0.39; | [0.40; [0.44; [0.86; [0.85; | [0.57; | [0.76; [0.62;
participated in training b 1.48] b 1.25] 1.20 3.69] i 105 279 ,078 139 116 158 | 093  1.02] i 094  1.55] i 123 2001 ;096 1.50]
Both womanandman | 0.78  [0.68; , 0.80  [0.65; [0.08; | [0.15; [0.67; [0.99; [0.88; | [0.61; | [0.55; [0.79;
participated in training bl 0.90] * 0.97] 1 0.90 9711 1101 695 | 143 3.04] | 233 549 |18 389 |13 2971 |15 439 | 151 2.88]
Observations 283 | 283 283 i 283 283 283 283 i 283 i 283 283
0.04 , 0.05 0.00 , 0.01 0.06 0.09 0.03 , 0.02 , 0.02 0.02
Pseudo R-squared 68 21 816 | 17 98 66 30 | 68 | 3 58

**p<0.001, ** p<0.01, * p<0.05. Boldface type indicates statistically significant results.
In these models, outcomes are categorical variables that show change in hours spent on a certain type of activity. Each outcome variable has 3 response categories: hours increased (from 2014 to 2015), hours increased

(from 2014 to 2015), and hours remained the same

Change is coded as 1=hours increase, 2 = no change, 3 = hours decrease

Example of interpreting results: compared to households where no one participated in training, in households were at least one adult paricipated in training on water in 2014 women have lower odds of having
reduced hours on care as primary activity (OR=0.69***). Contrarily, in households where at least one adult participated in training on fuel in 2014, women have greater odds of having reduced hours on water

collection (OR=1.66%)
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Table 39h: Regression: association between participation in training in 2014 and change in men hours from 2014 to 2015

! Water ! Fuel 1 Food 1 1 . 1 1
. X Fuel Food . Care as either
Water collection ! collection as ! collection as ! collection as ! preparation as ! preparation as ! Care as ! primary or ! Any care !
PARTICIPATION IN as primary | eltherprlr;ary | primary | prlmargor | primary | eltherprlr;ary | primary | secondary | responsibility | Multitasking
TRAINING IN 2014 activity i Orsecondary , activity i secondary activity , orsecondary activity . activity . .
________ |._._activity ) TUTTT ) _activity | T | _aetvity ) Ll
1 1 0, 1 0, 1 1 1 0, 1 0, 1 0, 1 0,
ORR 9% | PN o | o o ! %R o ! R ol ! %R 9%l | o o ! o o ! o o ! o o
Training on water I I I I I I I I I
Either woman or man [0.79; i 09  [0.50; i 15 [0.81; i 11 [045; i 19  [1.39; i 14 [054; i 12 [067; i 09 [0.27; i 07  [051; i 14 [0.98;
participated in training 112 159 , 1 166) , 1 281 . 2 284 , T 280 , 1 3721 . 3 2260 , 0 293 , 8 119 , 8 223
Bothwomanandman | 053  [047; | 03  [032 | 24 [206; | 24 [196; | 04  [005 | 00 [001, | 1.0 [064 | 11 [0.82 | 08 [056; | 11  [0.56;
patricipated in training 061 1 9% 048] 1 9% 301 1 3™ 301 4™ 024 1 5% 042 ' 9 18] ' 7 166 ' 8 137 1 9 257
Training on fuel
Either woman or man 075 | 13 [123; | 04 [027; | 04 [032 | 15  [163 | 49 (323 | 09 [079 | 10 [081 | 12 [113; | 13 [1.15
participated in training 139 257) 1 8% 154 1 0% 059 t 4™  060] ' 17* 14086] ' 3™ 753] 1 5 114 1+ 9  148] 1 0™ 128 1 8  166]
Both woman and man 079, 115 136 | 04 040, 1 05 029 1 02 013 102 (019 112 097, 112 a2 111 joas; 1 10 037
patricipated in training 173 378 , 6% 178] , 4™ 049 , 0% 083 , 9% 066] ; 1™ 023 , 1 151 ; 2% 133] , 6 308 | 4 2.95]
Training on income
Eitherwomanorman | 267  [1.78; | 3.0 [243% | 1.7  [141; 1 1.7 [144 1 32 (52 139 078 1114 16 1 13 078 | 14 [109; | 07  [041;
participated in training 4.01] | 1 373 Ie 2.20] Io 2.00] | 9% 7.14) | 7 2023 I7 1.18] | 1 2.21] | 1™ 113] | 1 1.20]
Bothwomanandman | 493  [1.27; , 56 [239; , 1.7 [1.38; , 20 [186; , 04  [004 , 03 [006; , 1.5 [058 , 14 [075 , 12 [051; , 05 [0.24
patricipated in training * 19.1] | O™ 1315] | 0% 210] | 8 232] | 3 440 | 2 183] | 1 392 | 8 294 |1 8 320 | 0 10§
Training on health
Either woman or man 034, ' 06 [028 ! 10 [066 ! 14 (088 ! 22 (142 '25 (159 ! 07 (034 ! 08 [028 ! 07 (045 ! 09 [059;
participated in training 071 145 | 3 1400 | 9 179] | 4 236] | 4 353 | 5% 410] | 1 146] | 6  266] | 5 126] | O  137]
Both woman and man [056; + 13 [0.86; 1+ 23 [193; 1+ 24 [1.98 1 49  [0.79; 1+ 50 [303 1 08 [051; 1 1.0 [087; 1 09 [0.88; 1 07 [0.32;
patricipated in training 132 309 1 2 203 | 2= 280 1 o™= 2921 | 7 3119 1 6= 845 | 5 1400 1 2 120 11 095 | 3  166]
Training on gender . . . . . . . . .
Either woman orman | 0.79 [064; + 06 [033; + 04 [0.16; + 04 [0.13; 1+ 16 [0.26; 1+ 2.8 [0.75; + 1.3 [0.89; + 10 [052; + 1.0 [048; + 05  [0.39;
participated in training * 099 | © 106) 1 8 1451 1 7 1671 1 0 990] | 5 108771 2 195 1 0 193 | 5 230 | 7™ 084
Bothwomanandman | 0.45  [0.26; ' 04  [021; ' 04 [009; ' 02 [005 ' 03 [030; ' 28 [068 ' 07 [022 ' 12 [061; ' 17 [160; ' 06 [0.07
patricipated in training = o8 D= oso] a= o020 1 ose) 2= 035 1 wisn s 2m )6 26 o= s ! s 701
Observations 283 | 283 | 283 | 283 | 283 | 283 | 283 | 283 | 283 | 283
0.12 101 101 101 103 103 101 101 ' 0.0 100
Pseudo R-squared 3 I 41 | gg | g6 I 48 ) I 09 I 03 I 408 I 200

***p<0.001, ** p<0.01, * p<0.05. Boldface type indicates statistically significant results.
In these models, outcomes are categorical variables that show change in hours spent on a certain type of activity. Each outcome variable has 3 response categories: hours increased (from 2014 to 2015), hours increased
(from 2014 to 2015), and hours remained the same

Change is coded as 1=hours increase, 2 = no
change, 3 = hours decrease

Page 76 of 79



Table 40 - How women would spend extra time, if available

| Ethiopia  Zimbabwe  Total
i (n=141) (n=162)  (n=303)
2014 I Col % Col % Col %
WOMAN: If you had to spend less time on caring for people and domestic work what would i
More leisure time/sleep/personal care ' 46.3 36.6 40.8
More income-generating work ! 13.2 34.2 25.2
More agriculture I 0 16.8 9.6
Provide better direct person care (e.g. children) i 28.1 4.3 14.5
Engage in community activities or social life ' 58 0.6 2.8
Help neighbours/friends | 33 0.6 18
More education/training | 0 2.5 1.4
More religious activities i 3.3 3.7 3.5
Other ' 0 0.6 04
MAN: If your wife had to spend less time on caring for people and domestic work what !
More leisure time/sleep/personal care I 30.5 10 21.6
More income-generating work i 19.1 17 18.2
More agriculture ' 6.9 2 48
Provide better direct person care (e.g. children) ! 12.2 5 9.1
Engage in community activities or social life [ 19.8 21 20.3
Help neighbours/friends i 5.3 2 3.9
More education/training ' 0.8 0 04
More religious activities ! 53 5 5.2
Other I 0 36 15.6
I don't know I 0 2 0.9
2015 '
WOMAN: If you had to spend less time on caring for people and domestic work what would !
More leisure time/sleep/personal care [ 35 29.6 17.5
More income-generating work i 28.4 35.8 32.3
More agriculture ' 46.8 15.4 30
Provide better direct person care (e.g. children) | 17.7 111 14.2
Engage in community activities or social life | 0.7 25 1.7
More education/training i 0.7 0 0.3
More religious activities ' 2.1 43 3.3
Other ! 0 12 0.7
- |
MAN: If your wife had to spend less time on caring for people and domestic work what i
More leisure time/sleep/personal care ' 35 315 18.5
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More income-generating work

More agriculture

Provide better direct person care (e.g. children)
Engage in community activities or social life
More education/training

More religious activities

Other

| don't know

Extra-time in 2014
Extra-time in 2015

Differences between women and men's responses are significance both in 2014 and in 2015

15.6
70.2
8.5
0.7
14

o

Mean: woman Mean: man T-value

40.1
74
10.5
1.2
0.6
4.3
1.2
3.1

5.13
4.22

-3.87*
213"
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Women's Economic Empowerment and Care (WE-Care] is
Oxfam’s initiative in 10 countries that supports women’s
empowerment by addressing excessive and unequal care
work - building evidence, promoting positive norms, new
investments and policy advocacy.

www.oxfam.org.uk/care
wecaref@oxfam.org.uk

Front cover: Lamwo district, Uganda. Betty Angeyo, 42, and
her husband Alex Otema, 44, with support from WORUDET, now
share care work and use a fuel-efficient stove, enabling them
to increase their grain grinding business and farming.
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