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Care work is essential for personal wellbeing and for 
maintaining societies and a significant component of the 
economy. But across the world, it is overwhelmingly done by 
women, which restricts their opportunities for education, 
employment, political engagement and leisure. Policy makers 
rarely recognize the public responsibility for facilitating 
unpaid care and domestic work through investments in 
infrastructure and care services. In 2017, Oxfam’s Women’s 
Economic Empowerment and Care (WE-Care) initiative 
conducted a Household Care Survey (HCS), collecting data in 
the Philippines, Uganda and Zimbabwe, to inform the design 
of public policies and local development programmes. Based 
on responses from 4,734 women, men, boys and girls from 
1,688 households, the study tests which infrastructure, 
equipment and other factors influence care-work patterns. 
The research finds that access to improved water sources is 
associated with reductions in hours of care work, and 
household equipment facilitates men’s participation in care. 
Women report injuries and harm linked to heavy workloads. 
Perceptions of care work, community expectations and fear 
of sanctions for deviating from gendered care roles, i.e. 
social norms regarding gendered care roles, play an essential 
part in maintaining the gendered division of care work. The 
report suggests that further research is needed to explore in 
more detail the effect of public infrastructure and equipment 
on care-work divisions.

In 2017, the HCS was conducted in the new districts of the 
Philippines, Zimbabwe and Uganda with support from 
Unilever, its laundry brand Surf and William and Flora Hewlett 
Foundation.
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executive 
summary



Unpaid care work is a significant component of the economy, 
underpinning and contributing to the market economy, and 
maintaining a healthy, productive workforce. However, 
government and private sector policy makers rarely 
recognize their duty to address unequal unpaid care work, 
nor the public responsibility they have to facilitate unpaid 
care and domestic work through investments in 
infrastructure and care services.1  

Since 2013, Oxfam’s Women’s Economic Empowerment and 
Care (WE-Care) initiative has worked to produce new 
methodologies and context-specific evidence about care 
work to enable development actors to address heavy and 
unequal care work for women in development initiatives and 
policy proposals. This report summarizes the findings from 
the 2017 Household Care Survey (HCS) conducted in project 
areas in the Philippines, Uganda and Zimbabwe. 

Governments and the private sector have a role to play in 
addressing unpaid care work. Because this role is so 
important, the 2017 HCS research concentrates on building 
evidence about the impact of public services on the level and 
the distribution of unpaid care and domestic work between 
women and men in poor communities. The 2017 HCS also 
looks at features such as women’s decision-making power 
and social norms around care to build a comprehensive 
picture of the factors that influence care-work patterns, and 
explores the impact of care workloads on women’s health 
and wellbeing. Communities, governments, the media, 
development practitioners and the private sector must be 
aware of the different implications of heavy and unequal care 
work for women’s lives, their families and communities, so 
they can act together to recognize, reduce and redistribute 
care work and improve representation of carers in decision-
making processes.
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Care work is essential for personal wellbeing and for maintaining societies. But across 
the world, it is overwhelmingly done by women, which restricts their opportunities for 
education, employment, political engagement and leisure. 

The Household Care Survey
The 2014 Household Care Survey (HCS) was devised to provide rigorous evidence on women’s time use for the design 
of local initiatives for women’s empowerment and care, in selected rural communities in Colombia, Ethiopia, the 
Philippines, Malawi, Uganda and Zimbabwe. 

In 2015, a second round of the HCS in the same districts of Ethiopia and Zimbabwe and in other areas in Colombia, 
Uganda and the Philippines included methodological improvements such as in-depth investigation of social norms 
and perceptions of unpaid care work, and provided an end line for the We-Care pilot.

In 2017, the HCS was conducted in new districts of the Philippines, Uganda and Zimbabwe. From April to July 2017, 
data was collected from randomly sampled households within communities where We-Care is operating. A total of 
4,734 respondents were interviewed: 541 in the Philippines, 3,114 in Uganda and 1,079 in Zimbabwe. The sample is 
not nationally representative, nor does it control for seasonality; it includes five districts in the Philippines, three 
districts in Uganda and five districts in Zimbabwe. Most households were low-income and rural. For brevity, findings 
are discussed as for a ‘country’, which should always be understood as the survey sample from districts in the 
country. The 2017 HCS improved data collection by interviewing 1,679 children, adolescents and young adults 
between 8 to 21 years old as well as their parents. The analysis used both descriptive and multivariate statistics. 
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TIME USE
Time use is a central element of the HCS. The main indicators 
for time use are ‘primary care’, or the number of hours 
respondents spent on care as a primary activity the day 
before the survey, and ‘any care’, or the number of hours 
respondents spent on care as either a primary or secondary 
activity (e.g. leaving food cooking while tending farm 
animals) or a supervision activity (e.g. supervising children 
while selling products in the market). 

Women do more care hours than men in any situation 
(primary care or any care). Women in all three countries2  
spent on average 4.5 to 6.5 hours a day on care as a primary 
activity. When ‘any care’ is calculated, women’s total hours 
with care responsibility more than double, reaching an 
average of 11 to 12 hours a day. Including hours of care as a 
‘secondary activity’ and ‘responsibility for supervision’ more 
accurately reflects the reality of women’s lives, as compared 
to only counting hours of care as a primary activity. Women’s 
mobility, choices and productivity are clearly limited by ‘any 
care responsibility’, even supervising a sleeping child. 
Interventions that reduce women’s care workloads 
contribute to their wellbeing and reduce time poverty.

Women’s total hours of work (primary care and paid work) 
are, on average, about 1 hour more a day than men’s in 
Uganda and Zimbabwe. Men reported additional hours of care 
when their hours of ‘any care responsibility’ are included, but 
findings show that even when hours of ‘supervision’ are 
included, women’s hours with responsibility for care were, on 
average, 6.5 to 8 hours longer per day than men’s hours. 
Between 9% and 52% of men across the three country 
samples reported no time spent on any kind of care activity 
the day before the survey. 

Unequal distribution of unpaid care work begins in childhood, 
and it persists over time. Girls as young as 8 to 12 spent 
about 2 hours a day more on care work than boys. We find 
that girls in all countries and in all age groups spent more 
time on total work (paid and unpaid) than boys of the same 
age group did, especially adolescents (aged 18 to 21). This 
can have implications for schooling, training, public 
activities and play, and can lead to gender inequalities later 
in life.
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KEY FINDINGS
• Women do more hours of care work than men do in all situations; on average women spent 4.5 to 6.5 hours a day on 

care as a primary activity. When supervision of dependants and secondary activities are included, women’s average 
hours of care responsibility increase to 11 to 12 hours per day. 

• In households with an improved water source, women reported significantly lower total hours of care work than in 
households without. This finding implies that a single intervention, providing access to an improved water source, 
could potentially reduce women’s average unpaid care workload by 1 to 4 hours a day in the districts in three 
countries where the survey was conducted. 

• Heavy care work can affect women’s wellbeing. The findings show an association between more hours of care work 
and women reporting injury and illness linked to these tasks, and that women who reported spending more time on 
care work experienced more time constraints with care of adult dependants.

• From responses on social norms related to unpaid care work, what matters most is not what people think community 
members do, but what they think community members believe. Women and men were most likely to say that men 
would do care work in situations where the community considered it acceptable. Additional analysis conducted with 
data from the 2017 HCS shows that positive social norms are associated with a more equal gendered distribution of 
care work, i.e. women and men sharing unpaid care work more equally within the household.



care work
Because care work is complex and intense, interventions 
that address heavy and unequal unpaid care work must 
involve different actors and work on different levels. For 
example, that care tasks are carried out simultaneously 
suggests that providing equipment for any single task (e.g. 
improved cooking stoves) cannot be expected to reduce 
the overall hours that women spend on care. Even with 
reductions in time spent on housework, women may 
increase time on people care, especially if public care 
services are inaccessible. Governments and the private 
sector must play a role in the provision of services, 
infrastructure and equipment that can reduce the time 
required for unpaid care work. Redistribution requires 
community engagement and public communications to 
promote new social norms, and increasing the commitment 
of men and boys to share care work.

INFRASTRUCTURE AND TIME- AND 
LABOUR-SAVING EQUIPMENT
The 2017 HCS implies that a single intervention providing 
access to an improved water source (i.e. not a natural source 
like a river or spring) could be a powerful factor associated 
with lower workloads for women. The research found that in 
households with access to improved water sources, women 
in the three countries reported spending an average of 1 to 4 
hours a day less on any care than women in households 
without improved water sources. Improved access to water 
was also associated with more leisure hours for women in 
Uganda and Zimbabwe but a slight decrease in women’s 
leisure hours in the Philippines. Children also benefit from 
improved water sources: in the study areas in Uganda and 
Zimbabwe, it is associated with boys and girls spending more 
time on leisure. Additional analysis conducted with data from 
the 2017 HCS shows that improved access to water is 
associated with a reduction in the time women spent in 
multi-tasking of care activities and with girls sleeping longer 
hours in Uganda and studying longer in Zimbabwe.3 

The report recommends that government, private sector and 
development actors prioritize poor households’ access to 
affordable services and infrastructure related to water, to fulfil 
national and international commitments to reduce heavy 
workloads of unpaid care work, especially for women and girls.

Electricity infrastructure is not consistently related to a 
reduction of women’s care hours in all countries. Electric 
light can extend the hours in which families are able to do 
housework. In Zimbabwe, it is associated with more primary 
and any care hours for women, and less sleep time for 
women in Uganda. However, in the Philippines, electricity 
access is associated with women spending fewer hours on 
primary and any care, more hours on leisure and a more equal 
distribution of care hours within the household. The same 
can be said about access to health facilities: in Zimbabwe, it 
seems to reduce workloads; but for other countries it points 
to an increase in any care work and/or primary care. 

Access to childcare facilities was only reported by 9% to 20% 
of households interviewed. This access is associated with 
boys spending more time in school in the Philippines and 
girls spending more hours on studying at home in Zimbabwe, 
as compared to households without access to childcare 
services. Additional analysis shows an association between 
access to childcare facilities and an increase in time 
reported on primary care and multi-tasking for women in 
Uganda and Zimbabwe, and girls and boys reporting less time 
on paid work in Uganda.4 

Time- and labour-saving equipment (TLSE) can be associated 
with reduction and redistribution of unpaid care work. This 
influence varies according to country and the type of 
equipment in question. Findings show that technology is a 
factor that, in some cases, can be associated with lower hours 
of women’s unpaid care work and men reporting spending more 
time on care. For example, men spent more time on water 
collection if the household owned more water-related 
equipment, and more time on primary care if the household had 
more fuel-related equipment. It is possible that in households 
where men spend more time on care work, more money is 
invested in TLSE. More research is needed to understand social 
norms and perceptions related to types of equipment and 
types of unpaid care work, and how technology can be used to 
challenge perceptions and promote redistribution of care work.

WOMEN’S WELLBEING
Unequal care work can affect the wellbeing of women and 
their families. The findings show an association between more 
hours of care work and women reporting that they experienced 
harm linked to these tasks, in Uganda and Zimbabwe. Women 
who reported longer hours of care work experienced more time 
constraints (e.g. not having time for personal care or unable to 
fulfil expectations to provide a meal), with 8% to 15% of 
women reporting that they had left a child under six without 
any supervision during the previous week. Water collection 
and doing laundry appear to have a significant impact on 
women’s wellbeing. The survey shows that 74% of the women 
in the study areas in the Philippines and 19% of the women in 
the Zimbabwe sample reported an injury, illness, disability or 
other physical or mental harm related to these tasks. 

The report recommends that governments and the private 
sector take responsibility for gendered inequality in the 
household and in the economy through investments in 
care-related services and infrastructure, especially water 
access, and time- and labour-saving equipment to reduce 
long hours of care work and to address ‘occupational health 
and safety’ risks and ‘lost work time’ for women carers. It 
also calls for more research to investigate the impact of 
public services and infrastructure on women’s time use and 
wellbeing to inform more deliberate gender-transformative 
programmes and public policies.
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SOCIAL NORMS AND PERCEPTIONS
The HCS found that there are two elements in understanding 
the role of social norms in shaping attitudes about unpaid care 
work: what people think others do and approve of, and what 
they personally believe is acceptable and tell others to do. 

The report recommends combining investments in 
infrastructure, service provision or time- and labour-saving 
equipment with initiatives that address the social norms that 
might inhibit women and men from redistributing unpaid care 
work within the household. Further research is needed to 
understand what kinds of social norms interventions are 
most effective for promoting equal sharing of responsibility 
of care between men and women. 

Overall, women and men perceive care work differently. Men 
generally perceive care work as a less valuable activity than 
women do, but improved perceptions of the value of care 
have the potential to increase men’s participation in care. 
Valuing care activities is associated with more hours per day 
of any care responsibility for men in Uganda and more primary 
care hours for men in Zimbabwe. However, the research does 
not clarify the direction of causality: whether valuing care 
work more leads to increasing participation in care work, or 
whether men and women who do more care work value it 
more. 

What matters most is not what people think community 
members do, but what they think community members 
believe. In Uganda and Zimbabwe, women and men were 
most likely to say that men would do care work in situations 
where the community considered it acceptable. This finding 
is emphasized by the fact that we do not find an association 
between perceptions of other men’s involvement in care 
work and men’s care-work hours for the Philippines and 
Zimbabwe.

In fact, the large majority of respondents approved or 
strongly approved of couples sharing care and productive 
work: 72% to 92% of men and 77% to 87% of women. This 
finding leads to the recommendation that initiatives can play 
a role in publicizing the discrepancy between beliefs about 
care in the community and actual community behaviour. 

Programmes can highlight the fact that male participation in 
care work is widely accepted by individuals, and that men 
are more likely to engage in care work if their fathers 
engaged in care activities when they were children. The role 
of male ‘care champions’, in this context, is not only to lead 
by example, but also to engage in dialogue to unveil 
perceptions and challenge social norms about care work in 
the community.

Men who approved of an equal division of care and productive 
work spent more time on any care in the Philippines and on 
primary and any care in Uganda when compared to men who 

did not approve of sharing tasks. The direction of causality is 
unclear. In these same countries, the distribution of primary 
and any care between spouses is more equal in households 
where women approved of sharing tasks.

Although most men and women approve of an equal division 
of care and productive work between men and women, 
women are still seen as the main contributors to the 
household wellbeing. In all countries, women wanted girls to 
help with care work significantly more often than men did. 
Women and men were least likely to want sons to help with 
care work. This could lead to the persistence of gender 
inequalities in unpaid care work. The research findings 
support interventions designed to encourage the 
participation of boys and challenge perceptions.

Acceptance of gender-based violence is associated with 
more unequal division of care work. Men who accepted the 
beating of women for perceived inadequate provision of care 
tended to spend less time on any care in the Philippines and 
Uganda. At the same time, there is an association between 
women accepting the mocking of men who do unpaid care 
work and women spending more time on primary care in the 
Philippines and Zimbabwe and any care in the Philippines and 
Uganda. 

The report recommends closer collaboration between 
initiatives that address gender-based violence and 
initiatives that promote positive change in gendered social 
norms and practices on unpaid care work. A concerted 
approach in addressing harmful social norms and practices 
could contribute to minimizing risks of gender-based 
violence related to the redistribution of unpaid care work 
within the household while promoting more sustainable, 
transformative approaches towards gender equality. 

INDIVIDUAL AND HOUSEHOLD CHARACTERISTICS
Household characteristics can be more decisive than 
individual traits in determining patterns of unpaid care work. 
Development programmes often assume that efforts to 
increase women’s ‘agency’ lead to women renegotiating 
responsibility for unpaid care and domestic work. However, 
consistent with the findings from the 2015 HCS, the research 
shows there is no association between women’s decision-
making ability in the household and equality in care hours. 
When looking at household characteristics, in all countries, 
women who had at least one child under six spent about 4 to 
5 hours more a day on any care activity than women who did 
not have a young child. Households where respondents were 
married reported higher gender inequality in care as a primary 
activity than households where men and women were 
unmarried. This finding highlights that initiatives on unpaid 
care work require active engagement of the whole 
household, especially men and boys, in promoting 
redistribution.
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Oxfam considers care a social good – not a burden – and 
aims to promote more and better quality care as part of 
development, of overcoming poverty and inequality. Oxfam 
has long worked on recognizing and addressing care work in 
programmes promoting gender justice, livelihoods and 
waged workers’ rights, and has been a leader in recent global 
initiatives to address heavy and unequal care work. 

The Women’s Economic Empowerment and Care (WE-Care) 
initiative5  started in 2013 with developing approaches to 
unpaid care in rural communities. In 2014, the WE-Care 
project Evidence for Influencing Change was launched. 
Initially, the project aimed to produce new methodologies 
and context-specific evidence about care work to influence 
existing development initiatives and policy. In 2016, WE-Care 
scaled up efforts in Philippines and Zimbabwe, in partnership 
with the private sector, to provide women with improved 
access to water, to work on changing perceptions on unpaid 
care work, and to influence governments and allies in both 
countries to recognize the importance of the issue.6  

The WE-Care project involves research, interventions and 
national-level influencing. In its first phase (2014-2016), 
WE-Care project activities were embedded in existing ‘host 
programmes’ with broader development objectives, such as 
women’s leadership, agricultural enterprises and markets, 
water and sanitation, or the rights of people living with 
HIV and AIDS. 

In these first years, WE-Care teams demonstrated that heavy 
and unequal unpaid care work was indeed a significant 
issue, that local communities in developing countries – 
including men – wanted to work on the issue, and that 
low-cost approaches could be successful in assessing and 
addressing unpaid care. It was found to be crucial to work 

with traditional and religious leaders, local councils and 
other actors, and to combine a range of interventions (e.g. on 
time- and labour-saving equipment, social norms and public 
services). WE-Care, together with partner organizations, 
created compelling ‘pilot projects’ and promoted ‘care’ as a 
social good, i.e. no longer as a ‘women’s burden’.

The research generated knowledge that informed the second 
phase (2017-2019) and is being used by local organizations 
to develop interventions to address problematic aspects of 
care work and to influence governments and employers, 
companies and civic leaders to address care work. Project 
interventions aim to recognize, reduce and redistribute 
existing unpaid care work within the household, the 
immediate community, the market and the state.

This report summarizes the findings of the 2017 Household 
Care Survey (HCS) data collection in districts in the 
Philippines, Uganda and Zimbabwe. The report proceeds as 
follows. Section 2 outlines the motivation for this work and 
the issues that the WE-Care surveys focus on. Section 3 
describes the approach and propositions that guide the 
research design and analysis. The fourth section describes 
the findings of the 2017 HCS according to the different 
factors influencing distribution of unpaid care work in the 
household: household/personal characteristics, access to 
infrastructure and time- and labour-saving equipment, social 
norms and perceptions on unpaid care work, women’s 
decision-making power in the household; and women’s 
wellbeing and time constraints related to care work. Section 
5 summarizes highlights from the findings and suggestions 
for future research for the Philippines, Uganda and 
Zimbabwe, respectively. The conclusion section discusses 
key policy implications and Section 7 provides 
recommendations arising from the report’.
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Care work is essential for personal wellbeing and for maintaining societies. But across 
the world, it is overwhelmingly done by women, which restricts their opportunities for 
education, employment, political engagement and leisure. In recent years, interest in 
assessing care work in development policy has increased, but there remains a lack of 
understanding of the full spectrum of women’s work, paid and unpaid. In most countries, 
men and caregiving are conspicuously absent from the gender equality agenda. 



2. BACKGROUND



14 INFRASTRUCTURE AND EQUIPMENT FOR UNPAID CARE WORK HOUSEHOLD SURVEY FINDINGS FROM THE PHILIPPINES, UGANDA AND ZIMBABWE

Unpaid care and domestic work
The term ‘unpaid care and domestic work’ describes direct 
care of persons and domestic work for family members and 
other households (Budlender 2007). It includes activities 
such as caring for children and the elderly, as well as 
cleaning, cooking, washing and mending clothes, and 
fetching water or firewood. In contrast to ‘housework’ or 
‘domestic labour’, the term ‘unpaid care and domestic work’ 
emphasizes that the work is unpaid and does not take place 
exclusively within households (Esquivel 2013), i.e. it may also 
take place within the wider community.

Care is essential for human survival and personal wellbeing. 
It can bring benefits for both care receivers and care givers. 
For care receivers, it builds their intellectual, physical and 
emotional capabilities, to the benefit of themselves and 
others (Folbre 1995; England 2005). However, the benefits of 
care to society are often not recognized and the provision of 
care – mostly by women – is often taken for granted.

Across the world, women and girls are often primarily 
responsible for domestic and caring activities (Ferrant et al. 
2014). Women spend on average two to ten times more hours 
per day than men on unpaid care activities (ibid.). For 
example, according to the World Health Organization (WHO) 
and UNICEF’s Progress on Sanitation and Drinking Water 
report (2012), women in 25 sub-Saharan countries spend up 
to 16 million of their daily working hours collecting water, and 
children 4 million hours.

Excessive caring duties have been identified as a barrier to 
various human rights of women and girls, such as the rights 
to work and social security, and the rights to freedom of 
speech, association and leisure (Sepulveda Carmona 2014). 
Heavy care workloads can negatively affect health and 
wellbeing. Certain activities – for example, fetching water or 
firewood – can also expose girls and women to the risk of 
assault. By reducing the time available for study or training, 
care work can constrain education and personal and 
professional development. A heavy workload of care 
provision can also limit women’s paid work opportunities and 
result in long total work hours. Furthermore, heavy and 
unequal care work can negatively affect women’s 
participation in politics, local leadership and development 
programmes (Woodroffe and Donald 2014). Care work is often 
not considered in development policy, with potentially severe 
consequences for development outcomes (Chopra 2013).

Policy and unpaid care work
In 1995, the Beijing Platform for Action appealed for women’s 
contribution in the domestic sectors to be made more visible 
through time-use studies (UN Women 1995). In recent years, 
care work has increasingly attracted attention in national 
and international policy agendas. In 2013, the 19th 
International Conference of Labour Statisticians adopted a 
resolution recognizing unpaid care work as one of five types 
of work (ILO 2013, cited in Samman et al. 2016: 46): 

Recognize and value unpaid care and domestic work 
through the provision of public services, 

infrastructure and social protection policies and the 
promotion of shared responsibility within the 

household and the family as nationally appropriate.

Furthermore, the 2030 Sustainable Development Agenda 
includes a target on care work under Goal 5, ‘Achieve gender 
equality and empower all women and girls’ (Target 5.4).

In September 2015, the UK Department for International 
Development (DFID) launched a Call to Action, ‘Transforming 
Economies: Empower Women and Girls’. One of three pillars of 
action for empowerment, based on SDG target 5.4, calls on 
states, employers and donors to recognize and invest in 
care, and to increase the evidence base on care work, for 
example through time-use studies.

14 INFRASTRUCTURE AND EQUIPMENT FOR UNPAID CARE WORK HOUSEHOLD SURVEY FINDINGS FROM THE PHILIPPINES, UGANDA AND ZIMBABWE

Unpaid care and domestic work has received growing attention from development 
practitioners in recent years. This section provides a brief overview of the importance 
of policy making on care work, outlines policy approaches to addressing unpaid care 
work, and discusses previous rounds of HCS data collection.



Oxfam’s approach to unpaid care and 
domestic work 
Oxfam’s approach affirms that unpaid care and domestic 
work is a social good, and that it is a societal imperative to 
ensure more, better quality care of people, rather than 
considering unpaid care a women’s issue, a ‘burden’ or a 
barrier to women’s paid work. As adequate care is essential 
to reduce vulnerability, poverty and inequality, and 
addressing heavy and unequal care is a precondition for 
women’s empowerment, it is also the responsibility of 
governments and employers to invest in infrastructure and 
services to facilitate unpaid care and domestic work. Oxfam 
builds on Dianne Elson’s (2008) ‘three Rs’ framework that 
seeks to define specific objectives of care interventions. 

The ‘four Rs’ approach
These objectives are presented in the box below.

The ‘four Rs’ approach aims to promote recognition of the 
importance of care work while reducing the drudgery that is 
often associated with it, and to redistribute responsibility 
more equally, with the active representation of carers in 
decision-making spaces. 

Heavy and unequal care work should be reduced, redistributed 
and recognized at multiple levels. Razavi’s (2007) ‘care 
diamond’ is useful to highlight that unpaid care work is 
provided, paid for and/or facilitated by four groups of actors: 
families and households, the state, the market and employers, 
and civil society groups. It follows that the redistribution of 
care can take place either within the household and/or 
between households and outside actors, which calls for the 
collective responsibility for addressing unpaid care work and 
unequal distribution of care as a societal issue.

Oxfam’s approach has been to develop practical, user-friendly 
tools and practices that can be implemented by local groups 
and non-experts in a range of development programmes. 
WE-Care projects involve both men and women, and work to 
build effective alliances to coordinate efforts and advocacy to 
invest in care provision. These alliances include community 
and youth groups, women’s rights organizations, religious and 

traditional leaders, local government and ministry officials, 
media representatives, academics and employers. Through 
this work, Oxfam builds evidence for programme design and 
policy development, and for public communications to raise 
awareness about the issues. WE-Care research has found that 
a combination of factors/initiatives are required for significant 
and sustainable changes in the level and distribution of care 
hours in families. Household characteristics, access to time- 
and labour-saving equipment, public care services and 
infrastructure, policy change and promotion of positive social 
norms on sharing care work have all shown to be relevant 
factors affecting the reduction and redistribution of unpaid 
care work. Thus the programme does not expect any one 
factor to make significant changes in care hours, as only a 
concerted strategy that addresses these different aspects 
can lead to sustainable results.

WE-Care objectives include: less time spent by poor families 
and women on arduous domestic tasks; more time for direct 
care for dependants/family members and for women 
themselves; more gender-equal sharing of care and domestic 
work, increasing the participation of men and boys in these 
tasks; recognition of the significance and value of unpaid care 
by governments and businesses in their policies and practices; 
and more investment in infrastructure and care services. 

The Household Care Survey
National time-use surveys have documented the extent and 
inequality of unpaid care activities for decades. Oxfam’s 
motivation to conduct a HCS was to go beyond documenting 
the status quo, i.e. the problem, to investigate solutions 
relevant to specific contexts, based on an analysis of the 
factors associated with more equal patterns of care work 
and lower workloads. Oxfam’s methodologies aim to provide 
user-friendly and lower-cost tools to enable local 
practitioners to gather context-specific evidence for 
programme and policy design. A successful example of such 
tools is the Rapid Care Analysis (RCA). Through a set of focus 
group exercises, the RCA provides women, men and 
practitioners with a space to identify and prioritize practical 
solutions to address care work collaboratively. The RCA has 
been used in development programmes in over 20 countries.

The HCS has two aims. First, it generates quantitative 
evidence for designing district-level programmes and 
evaluations of effectiveness and impact. Secondly, it 
produces evidence that is used for national-level policy 
advocacy. Since 2014, Oxfam has conducted three rounds of 
HCS data collection.

Household Care Survey 2014
In the first phase of the We-care project, the HCS was 
implemented in Colombia, Ethiopia, the Philippines, Uganda 
and Zimbabwe (June to December 2014). Before the HCS, a 
RCA was carried out and informed adjustments to the HCS 
questionnaire. 

Between 80 and 500 households in selected communities in 
the five project countries were interviewed. These added up 
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1. RECOGNIZE care at household level, in 
communities, institutions and policy. 

2. REDUCE difficult care work, for example through 
time- and labour-saving technology and services. 

3. REDISTRIBUTE the responsibility, costs and work of 
care provision from women to men, and from poor 
families to employers, the state and civil society. 

In partnership with ActionAid, Oxfam and the Institute 
for Development Studies, a fourth ‘R’ was proposed:

4. Improve the REPRESENTATION of carers in decision 
making, so carers’ interests and needs are reflected 
in policies that shape their lives.
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to 1,139 households, with one adult male and one adult 
female respondent in each household. Data was collected by 
local research consultants and in collaboration with partner 
organizations. The key findings are summarized below 
(please see Rost, Bates and Dellepiane 2015 for the full 
report).

• Women and girls spent significantly more time on care work 
than men and boys.7 

• Women reported that if care work required fewer hours, 9% 
to 43% would spend more time on income-generating 
activities, and 19% to 51% would spend more time on leisure, 
personal care or religious activities. 

• The data showed no consistent association between the 
amount of care work that women undertook and the 
following factors: education, relative household wealth, 
income and savings. This was counter to common 
assumptions about the process of women’s empowerment. 
These findings indicated that social norms were an important 
explanatory factor to be explored further.

• Similarly, the data showed inconsistent results about the 
influence on care hours of access to time-saving equipment 
such as water taps and fuel-efficient stoves. For example, 
while fuel-efficient stoves were linked to lower care hours 
for women in the Philippines and Uganda samples, having an 
improved stove increased the time women in Zimbabwe 

spent on care work. This might be explained by women who 
cook more being more likely to invest in a better stove.

• However, having access to a government-provided/public 
water source decreased care work in Colombia, Ethiopia and 
Uganda. 

• Women who undertook paid work spent somewhat less time 
on care as a primary activity but spent an equal amount of 
time on secondary care, resulting in a longer total work time 
than women who had less paid or productive work.

• In most countries, women with children aged under six spent 
more time on secondary care work and on supervision, but 
not on primary care work. 

• Older women tended to have fewer care responsibilities; 
there was no effect of age for men. 

The 2014 research helped Oxfam to develop strategies to 
address care work in the communities. In 2014-2016, local 
organizations supported by Oxfam implemented different 
interventions in the project areas in the five countries. Some 
interventions aimed to promote positive social norms about 
care and care roles (e.g. through workshops, community 
dialogue and training change agents). Other interventions 
helped households to reduce care work, for example through 
training on building fuel-efficient stoves or using other 
time-saving tools. National-level advocacy was also 
conducted in some of the countries. 
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Household Care Survey 2015
In November/December 2015, a revised version of the HCS 
was implemented in the same communities as in 2014. As a 
follow-up survey, the HCS monitored change and gathered 
more evidence on how to address care work in the specific 
contexts. Learning from the first round of data collection led 
to improvements in the survey instruments, especially on the 
topic of social norms and perceptions about care. For 
example, we added vignettes that describe couples with 
different divisions of labour and asked respondents for their 
opinion. We also asked people to rank care and paid work 
activities using activity cards. Since the measurement of 
children’s time use did not provide clear results in the 2014 
data collection, we asked women to estimate their children’s 
time use. 

In 2015, the country teams were able to interview the same 
households only in the Ethiopia and Zimbabwe samples, 
where 85% of households interviewed in 2014 were re-
interviewed. Across the communities in the five countries, 
1,123 households with husband and wife were interviewed. 
Some key findings from the 2015 research across all 
countries are summarized below (please see Karimli, 
Samman, Rost and Kidder 2016 for the full report).

• Women spent more time than men on care work and paid 
work combined.

• Girls (aged 0–17) spent more time than boys on care and 
education and less time on paid work and leisure.

• In households in which women or men valued care work 
more, the gender distribution of care work between women/
men and girls/boys was more equal.

• Women’s autonomy in decision making was not linked to 
lower or more equal care burdens. 

• In households with electricity, a dustbin or compost pit, 
women spent fewer hours on care (having electricity can 
facilitate different care activities, such as cooking, ironing or 
washing clothes. A designated space for rubbish, such as a 
compost pit or dustbin, can decrease time spent on tidying 
up and cleaning).

• In households with a water tap on the compound, girls spent 
fewer hours on care work in general and on water collection 
in particular.

• Across the five countries, 80% of women expressed the 
desire that their husbands would help with one or more care 
activities – but about 50% of women who wanted their 
husbands to help with care work had never asked for such 
assistance in the month before the interview. Those who had 
asked for help had received it, at least sometimes, in 90% of 
cases.

• There was no clear relationship between participation in the 
water- and energy-related projects and a redistribution of 
women’s unpaid care hours to men.

• However, participation in Oxfam’s norms-related projects 
was associated with positive views on sharing care tasks 
and men’s relative autonomy in carrying out care, especially 
when husband and wife had both participated in the training 
sessions. 

Household Care Survey 2017
From April to July 2017, a newly revised HCS was conducted in 
new communities in the Philippines, Uganda and Zimbabwe. In 
Uganda, the aim of this round of data collection was to gather 
evidence for national-level influencing. In the Philippines and 
Zimbabwe, the 2017 data serves as a baseline for the 
implementation of an expanded WE-Care programme that 
integrates access to water infrastructure, time- and labour-
saving equipment, and challenging gendered social norms to 
address heavy and unequal care work. 

The 2017 HCS questionnaire was adjusted based on the 2015 
survey and to include an expanded section on WASH and 
access to public services. New questions on water-related 
infrastructure and water use were added for these countries, 
such as use of different water sources for distinct water-
related activities (e.g. laundry) and questions on water-
related illnesses.

The 2017 HCS directly interviewed children and young people 
(aged 8 to 21) about their time use.8  A short questionnaire on 
young people’s time use was administered with two young 
people for each household, usually the oldest boy and girl, 
unmarried. The questionnaire was based on ‘Young Lives’ 
research by the University of Oxford (Young Lives 2017) and 
used beans and activity cards to help young people report 
their time use. Additional training was provided to 
enumerators on how to conduct the survey with this age 
group and on ethical considerations when collecting data 
from children.

Previous qualitative research pointed to seasonal dimensions 
of care work. The scope of the survey made it impossible to 
follow the same households throughout the year, but in the 
2017 survey some questions were included to ask what time of 
the year care work and paid work were most difficult.

The questions on social norms were revised to better 
account for community influence. Based on Cristina 
Bicchieri’s framework of measuring social norms,9 we added 
questions about respondents’ expectations of community 
behaviour (‘Out of 5 men in your village we interviewed, how 
many do you think said that they spent at least an hour on 
caring for people and domestic work yesterday?’), their 
personal normative beliefs (‘Do you think men in your village 
should do caring for people and domestic work?’) and their 
expectations of other people’s beliefs (‘Out of 5 women/men 
in your village we interviewed, how many do you think said 
that men should do caring for people and domestic work?’). 
Some ‘why’ questions were also added to find out the 
reasons for care allocations, for example, ‘Why would you not 
like to participate more in [CARE TASK]?’.

The data from the 2017 HCS will inform the baseline for the 
programme in the Philippines and Zimbabwe, and WE-Care 
will continue documenting the extent and division of care 
work in households, changes over time, and perceptions 
about care and care roles to feed into programming, 
communication and influencing strategies at all levels.
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3. CONCEPTUAL 
FRAMEWORK



In this report, we are not yet looking at change over time. The 
statistically significant associations that we find do not tell 
us about causality or the direction of causality. 

Proposition 1: Improvement in women’s status is associated 
with a more equal distribution of care hours between women 
and men and with household investments in time-saving 
technologies and paid care services 
It is often believed that if women’s position in the household 
improves – for example, if women have more assets or 
education – they can bargain for outcomes that are more 
beneficial for them, such as a more equal distribution of care 
work. This approach is based on cooperative collective 
bargaining models that hold that household members reach 
decisions based on their relative bargaining power (Doss 
2011). Following this way of reasoning, we assume that an 
improvement in women’s status could lead to a redistribution 
of unpaid care tasks from women to men, and to investment 
in technology that reduces time spent on unpaid care work.

Proposition 2: Recognition of unpaid care work is 
associated with a more equal distribution of care hours 
between women and men, and with investments in time-
saving technologies and paid care services
Care and domestic activities are often not recognized as 
work, not perceived as valuable in comparison with 
productive activities, and are perceived as unskilled. Rather 
than being understood as labour, care work may be 
perceived as leisure or offering intrinsic rewards (England 
and Folbre 1999) and is often less recognized and less 
monetarily and physically visible than men’s work (England 
2005). We assume that if unpaid care and domestic work is 
recognized as valuable and skilled, and if there is awareness 
of the problematic dimensions of certain ways of providing 
care, men and boys will undertake more care work, and the 
household will invest in time- and labour-saving equipment 
or paid care services. But it might also be the case that men 
who do more care work perceive care work as more valuable 
and skilled, and see the problematic dimensions of it.

Proposition 3: Recognition of unpaid care work and 
redistribution of unpaid care work between women and men 
is associated with an improvement in the intergenerational 
redistribution of unpaid care and domestic work 
It is well recognized that parents influence their children 
through the transmission of values and perceptions, as well 
as the experience of certain activities and exposure to 
behaviours and attitudes. Research has shown that norms 
and perceptions are passed on from parents to children – for 

example, childhood exposure to family violence is associated 
with reported spousal violence or acceptance of gender-
based violence (Flake 2005). We assume that parents’ 
divisions of care work and perceptions related to unpaid care 
and domestic work affect children’s engagement in care 
work.

Proposition 4: Recognition of unpaid care work and more 
equal distribution of unpaid care work between women and 
men could lead to improvement in schooling chances and 
free time for young people, especially for girls 
Child labour, including household chores, can reduce 
children’s chances to attend school and increase school 
dropout (Koissy-Kpein 2012) and decrease school 
performance (Rosati and Rossi 2001). According to some 
studies, the negative impact of child participation in labour 
activities on school outcomes is more detrimental for girls 
than for boys (Ray and Lancaster 2005). Research from the 
International Men and Gender Equality Survey (IMAGES) 
suggests that boys who experience a positive caregiving 
influence from men in the household are more likely to have 
gender-equitable attitudes, more likely to participate in care 
work, and less likely to use violence against a female partner 
later in life (Barker, 2011). We assume that an equal 
distribution and recognition of unpaid care and domestic 
work positively affects children’s time devoted to schooling, 
studying at home, or ‘doing nothing’ and leisure. We suppose 
that the positive effect will be more significant for girls than 
boys.10 

Proposition 5: Access to time- and labour-saving 
technology and paid care-work services ease time 
constraints for women and girls
Time- and labour-saving equipment – such as fuel-efficient 
stoves, food-processing equipment, rainwater-harvesting 
systems, washing facilities and cleaning equipment – can 
reduce care workloads. For example, grinding a basin of 
cassava with a machine takes one minute, compared to two 
hours by hand (Barwell 1996). We assume that when 
households have access to time- and labour-saving 
equipment, the number of hours spent on some unpaid care 
activities decreases. But the time gained from time- and 
labour-saving equipment might also be devoted to other care 
tasks, without any changes in the overall time spent on 
unpaid care and domestic work. The time saved could also 
lead to an increase in paid care work or other income-
generating activities, leisure or doing nothing for women, 
and an increase in schooling, studying at home, leisure or 
doing nothing for girls. 
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This report focuses on the analysis of the 2017 HCS. Based on the previous Household 
Care Surveys and related research, this analysis examines eight propositions or 
hypotheses about possible factors influencing change related to unpaid care work. 
The propositions are explored using multivariate regression analysis that allows us to 
look at correlations between different factors.
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Proposition 6a: Provision of public services and 
infrastructure improves women’s participation in income-
generating activities and leisure, increases girls’ hours 
spent on schooling and leisure, and increases men’s 
participation in unpaid care work
The provision of public services and infrastructure, such as 
nearby water sources, quality healthcare services and roads, 
can have a positive effect on reducing women’s workloads. 
For example, Koolwal and Van de Walle (2013) show that 
investment in rural water infrastructure can enhance 
women’s participation in market-based activities and also 
improve girls’ schooling. Oxfam’s qualitative research found 
that men are more likely to use water taps on the compound 
than public water pumps. Health services that encourage 
men to participate in child health can also positively affect 
men’s involvement in care. We assume that the provision of 
public services and infrastructure, especially related to 
water, increases women’s time spent on income-generating 
activities and leisure, and girls’ hours spent on schooling and 
leisure. We also assume that certain designs of 
infrastructure and services can influence men to participate 
in unpaid care and domestic work.

Proposition 6b (Philippines and Zimbabwe): Access to 
improved water sources and water-collection equipment 
decreases the time women and girls spend on unpaid care 
work, and increases men’s participation in unpaid care work
Women and girls represent 70-80% of the individuals 
responsible for collecting water in developing countries 
(Koolwal and Van de Walle 2013). Oxfam’s qualitative research 
found that men will engage in water collection when they 
have access to certain types of equipment. Some men said 
they will use bicycles or wheelbarrows to carry water, but will 
not carry it on their head. We assume that improved access 
to water and to water-collection equipment leads to a 
reduction in time spent on unpaid care and domestic work by 
women and girls and increases men’s participation in it.

Proposition 7: Changing social norms and gender 
stereotypes favours the redistribution of unpaid care work 
between females and males
The distribution of care work is rooted in social norms that 
determine the roles and responsibilities of males and 
females. People tend to adjust their behaviour to what is 
perceived as acceptable or ‘normal’ by their community or 
other reference groups. Social norms are often maintained 
through sanctions for non-compliance and rewards for 
compliance. The use of gender-based violence is an example 
of a sanction for non-compliance with social norms. We 
assume that a change in social norms about gender roles 
and responsibilities can lead to a positive change in the 
redistribution of unpaid care and domestic work from 
females to males within families. 

Proposition 8: A redistribution of unpaid care work between 
women and men is associated with improvements in the 
overall wellbeing of women and men and their families
Long care hours can have negative implications for women’s 
health and wellbeing and can affect their time available for 
paid work, education and participation in development 
activities (Woodroffe and Donald 2014). Long hours required 
for domestic tasks can also reduce hours available for direct 
care of children and dependent adults (Samman et al. 2016). 
Men’s participation in some care activities can result in 
better household relationships and can positively affect 
men’s wellbeing. Hence, a redistribution of care work 
between women and men can offer society opportunities to 
provide benefits to women, children and men themselves. We 
assume that if the division of care tasks is more equal 
between husband and wife, women’s and men’s overall 
wellbeing improve.

20 INFRASTRUCTURE AND EQUIPMENT FOR UNPAID CARE WORK HOUSEHOLD SURVEY FINDINGS FROM THE PHILIPPINES, UGANDA AND ZIMBABWE



4. findings
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Overview of the sample
The HCS used random sampling to select households to be 
surveyed in selected districts in the Philippines, Uganda and 
Zimbabwe. Coordinated by Oxfam country teams and with 
support from local partners, local enumerators collected the 

Husbands and wives were interviewed in most households. In 
total, respondents from 1,688 households were surveyed: 204 
in the Philippines, 1,076 in Uganda and 408 in Zimbabwe.

The overall demographic characteristics of the respondents 
are presented below:

• Age: The average age of the women interviewed was 43 in the 
Philippines, 39 in Uganda and 44 in Zimbabwe. The average age 
for men was 46 in the Philippines, 44 in Uganda and 51 in 
Zimbabwe. On average, young people interviewed in the 
Philippines and Uganda were 13, and 14 in Zimbabwe.

• Household size: The average household consisted of five 
members in the Philippines, six members in Uganda and five 
members in Zimbabwe, with minor differences among districts 
in all the countries.

• Children under six: 52% of the households in the Philippines, 
66% of the households in Uganda and 59% of the households 
in Zimbabwe had at least one child under the age of six living 
in the household.

• Household members of working age: Across countries, on 
average, the households had three members of the working-
age population (age 15-65) living in the household, with minor 
differences between districts. 

• Marital status: The majority of men and women interviewed 
were married (in a monogamous or polygamous union); 94% of 
women and men interviewed in the Philippines, 79% of women 
and 92% of men interviewed in Uganda, and 82% of women 
and 98% of men interviewed in Zimbabwe were married.

data between April and July 2017. A total of 4,734 respondents 
were interviewed in the 2017 HCS: 541 in the Philippines, 3,114 
in Uganda and 1,079 in Zimbabwe. Table 1 shows how many 
women, men, girls and boys were interviewed in each country.

Adults’ time use
The methodology used to collect information on adults’ time 
use was the same as in previous Household Care Surveys 
(Rost, Bates and Dellepiane 2015; Karimli, Samman, Rost and 
Kidder 2016). Time use was measured with a one-day recall 
exercise asking respondents to report what they did during 
each hour of the previous day, starting from 4am. Enumerators 
noted the relevant activity using pre-determined codes. Since 
care activities are often carried out at the same time as other 
activities, they are often omitted when only primary activities 
are recorded. For this reason, the HCS accounts for secondary 
activities as well as the supervision of children and dependent 
adults. For each hour of the day, respondents were asked the 
following four questions:

• Primary activity: What were you doing yesterday from [TIME]? 
• Secondary activity: What else were you doing at the same time? 
• Supervising children: Were you responsible for looking after a 

child (<18 years) during that hour?
• Supervising adults: Were you responsible for looking after a 

dependent adult during that hour?

Based on the answers to these questions, the following 
time-use indicators were constructed:

• Primary care: the number of hours respondents spent on care 
work as a primary activity. 

• Primary or secondary care: the number of hours respondents 
spent on care work as either a primary or a secondary activity.
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This section outlines the results of the 2017 HCS data analysis. The first part presents 
a short overview of the sample. The second and third parts describe time use of adults 
and young people. We then move on to testing the propositions outlined in the 
previous section, looking at whether infrastructure, time- and labour-saving 
equipment and other factors influence the allocation of care work. The last part of this 
section looks at women’s wellbeing and time constraints related to care work. Some 
key tables and graphs are presented in this section, but for more details on the data, 
including regression analysis results, please see the Appendix. 

Women Men Girls Boys Total

Philippines 204 209 63 65 541

Uganda 1,076 826 636 576 3,114

Zimbabwe 408 332 174 165 1,079

Total 1,688 1,367 873 806 4,734

Table 1: Distribution of respondents by gender and country



• Any care: the number of hours respondents spent on care 
work as either a primary or a secondary or a supervision activity. 

• Multi-tasking care: the number of hours respondents spent 
on doing at least two care activities at the same time (primary, 
secondary or supervision).

• Ratio of primary care: men’s primary care hours divided by 
women’s primary care hours (i.e. a ratio below 1 indicates that 
men spent fewer hours than women did, and vice versa).

• Ratio of any care: men’s any care hours divided by women’s 
any care hours (i.e. a ratio below 1 indicates that men spent 
fewer hours than women did, and vice versa).

Unequal distribution of unpaid care work was registered in 
samples from all three countries. Across the study 
communities, we find that women spent three to six time 
more hours than men on care work as a primary activity and 
two to four times as many hours on care any responsibilities. 
This emphasizes the importance of research on making this 
gap visible and calls for action from governments, the private 
sector and civic leaders in different areas to address 
unequal care work through policies and investments.

Care work 
In line with the findings from the previous HCS reports (Rost, 
Bates and Dellepiane 2015; Karimli, Samman, Rost and Kidder 
2016), the 2017 data shows that women spent more time on 
all care work indicators than men. Figure 1 summarizes the 
number of hours women and men spent on primary care, 
primary or secondary care, any care and multi-tasking care. It 
is remarkable that women spent about 11 to 12 hours a day 

being involved in any care responsibility in all countries, and 
between 4 and 6 hours on care as their primary activity. 
Across the study communities, women spent about 4 to 6 
hours on multi-tasking care, i.e. doing at least two care 
activities at the same time. This indicates the complexity and 
intensity of care work. That care tasks are carried out 
simultaneously suggests that providing equipment or 
services for any single task (e.g. stoves for cooking) cannot 
be expected to reduce the overall hours that women spend 
on care. Reduction, therefore, requires incentives for 
redistribution of tasks within the household.

More than half of the men in Uganda (74%) and Zimbabwe 
(66%) were not engaged in any primary care activity the day 
before the interview. In the Philippines sample, only 19% of the 
men recorded zero hours on care as a primary activity. Only 
1.5% of the women interviewed in the Philippines, 7% of the 
surveyed women in Uganda and 8% of the women in Zimbabwe 
were not engaged in primary care work. A smaller but still 
significant number of men reported zero hours for any care: 9% 
in the Philippines, 52% in Uganda and 49% in Zimbabwe.

The data highlights the importance of accounting for 
simultaneous activities. Care-work time for women increases 
by 24% (Philippines), 31% (Uganda) and 25% (Zimbabwe) when 
we account for care work performed as secondary or primary 
activity, rather than just looking at primary care work. This 
increase is even more drastic when we account for primary, 
secondary or supervision care: in this case, care work 
increases by 85% for women in the Philippines, by 138% for 
women in Uganda and by 133% for women in Zimbabwe. In 
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other words, women report twice as many hours of care work 
when we include secondary and supervision care compared to 
only looking at primary care work. Interestingly, the observed 
increase when accounting for secondary and supervision 
activities is higher for men compared to women. Accounting 
for secondary and supervision care activities increases men’s 
time spent on care work by 121% in the Philippines, by 327% in 
Uganda and by 263% in the Zimbabwean sample. 

This is confirmed by the finding that the ratio of time women 
spent on care activities relative to men’s care hours 
decreases when we account for the amount of time spent on 
secondary care and supervision of dependants compared to 
only looking at primary care. But it is important to re-
emphasize that, no matter how significant this increase is, it 
is still not enough to close the gap in time spent on care 
work between women and men: men still spent less than half 
of the time women spent on any care responsibility.

Table 2 shows the women-to-men ratios for primary and any 
care. We can see that women spent between about three to 
six times more time than men on primary care and about two 
to four times more on any care.

Looking at what primary care tasks women and men spent 
their time on (Table 3), we find that women devoted 
significantly more hours than men to all care tasks, except 
for water collection and adult care in the Philippines, adult 
care in Uganda, shopping in Zimbabwe and community care 
in all countries. In all country samples, women spent most 
time on meal preparation (about 3 to 4 hours a day), followed 
by childcare (1 to 2 hours). Of the tasks that men participated 
in, meal preparation was the task they reported spending 
most time on in the Philippines and Zimbabwe. Men from the 
Ugandan sample spent most time on childcare.
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Philippines Uganda Zimbabwe

Women Men Women Men Women Men

Water collection 0.39 0.43 0.36 0.05 0.45 0.1
Fuel collection 0.06 0.29 0.31 0.05 0.3 0.11
Meal preparation 2.95 1.27 2.46 0.15 1.87 0.21
Cleaning 0.77 0.1 0.48 0.09 0.94 0.13
Preparing clothes 1.15 0.06 0.33 0.09 0.63 0.07
Childcare 1.06 0.26 0.31 0.21 0.41 0.13
Adult care 0 0 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.02
Community care 0.08 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.07 0.01
Shopping 0.09 0.01 0.15 0.03 0.1 0.08

Table 3: HOURS spent on different care activities by adult women and men in samples from 
three countries, 2017 

Philippines Uganda Zimbabwe
Mean Mean Mean

Ratio primary care  (men to women) 2.66 6.42 5.56
Ratio any care (men to women) 2.23 3.62 3.56
Observations 203 1,035 395

Table 2:  Ratio of time spent by adult women relative to time spent by adult men on primary 
and any care in samples from three countries, 2017 

Water collection for laundry 
The HCS 2017 for Zimbabwe and the Philippines paid 
particular attention to time spent on water-related tasks. In 
the Philippines and Zimbabwe, 87% and 76% of women 
interviewed said that they did laundry at home, respectively. 
For the Philippines, women reported an average of 6 minutes 
and for Zimbabwe 13 minutes to walk from the house to the 
water source used for laundry, collect the water and bring it 
home or to the laundry point. To collect water for a single 
load of laundry, women in the selected communities in the 
Philippines needed to make five trips and women in the 

Zimbabwean sample four trips. This means that, on average, 
water collection for one load of laundry took 43 minutes for 
the Philippines and 44 minutes for Zimbabwe. On average, 
women did laundry three times a week in both countries. This 
means that per week, women spent 2 hours 7 minutes in the 
Philippines and 1 hour 57 minutes in Zimbabwe on water 
collection for laundry. Women used mainly 20-litre buckets or 
20-litre plastic containers (78% Philippines, 89% Zimbabwe) 
to collect water for laundry. Only 14% in the Philippines and 
10% in Zimbabwe said that they did laundry directly in the 



water source. Qualitative research in the Philippines found 
that water collection for laundry took even longer than 2 
hours a week.

Paid/productive work and non-work 
Across the study communities, men spent significantly more 
hours than women on paid and productive work as a primary 
activity. In the surveyed communities in the Philippines, men 
spent on average 7 hours 41 minutes on paid/productive work, 
compared to 2 hours 23 minutes spent on paid/productive 
work by women. In the study areas in Uganda, men spent 6 
hours 56 minutes on paid/productive work, and women 4 
hours 9 minutes. In Zimbabwe, men spent 6 hours 10 minutes 
and women 3 hours 43 minutes on paid/productive work. 

Although in the sampled areas in Uganda and Zimbabwe men 
spent more time than women on paid work, they spent 
significantly more hours than women on non-work (including 

doing nothing, sleeping, personal care and leisure). In Uganda, 
men spent 15 hours 23 minutes on non-work and women 14 
hours 35 minutes; while in Zimbabwe, men spent 15 hours 41 
minutes and women 13 hours 51 minutes on non-work. In the 
Philippines, women spent more time (14 hours 14 minutes) on 
non-work than men (13 hours 16 minutes).

Total work
When we consider the total hours of work (care and paid work as 
a primary activity), women in the Uganda and Zimbabwe samples 
spent significantly more hours on total work (8 hours 35 minutes 
in Uganda and 8 hours 23 minutes in Zimbabwe) compared to 
men (7 hours 38 minutes in Uganda and 7 hours in Zimbabwe). 
However, women in the Philippines spent less time on total work 
(8 hours 50 minutes) compared to men (10 hours 7 minutes).

Figure 2 shows the mean number of hours that women and 
men in the study areas of the three countries spent on paid 
work, non-work and total work the day before the interview.
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samples from three countries, 2017

In two study countries, women spent about 2 hours a day more 
than men on total work. And as the previous section has 
shown, women also spent many more hours than men on 
simultaneous supervision. This finding reiterates the 
importance of addressing unpaid care work as a women’s 
wellbeing issue, as it evidences the intensity of care work 
carried out by women in the communities sampled. This heavy 
workload also leaves women with little time for participation in 
other types of non-work activities (such as education, training, 
development programmes, leisure, rest), which can affect 

future opportunities for personal and economic development.

Overall, the findings confirm previous Oxfam and other research 
showing that women spend significantly more time than men 
on care work, about five to six times more on primary care. The 
finding that women often carry out two care activities at the 
same time suggests that standalone interventions that reduce 
only one type of care work (e.g. a better stove or childcare 
services) might reduce multi-tasking care hours, without 
changing the total number of daily hours women spend on care.



26 INFRASTRUCTURE AND EQUIPMENT FOR UNPAID CARE WORK HOUSEHOLD SURVEY FINDINGS FROM THE PHILIPPINES, UGANDA AND ZIMBABWE

Young people’s time use
Unlike previous Household Care Surveys, the 2017 HCS 
interviewed one or two young people per household. The 
oldest boy and oldest girl between 8 and 21 years old in the 
household were invited to participate. They were asked to 
divide 24 beans – representing 24 hours of the previous day 
– among different activities illustrated by symbols on 
laminated cards. The activity categories included sleep, work 
for family business (including agricultural work), paid work, 
school, studying, meal preparation, fuel collection, water 
collection, cleaning the house or compound, washing 
clothes, caring for younger children, caring for adults, leisure 
and other. Table 4 summarizes the hours boys and girls from 
different age groups spent on different activities.

Across genders and age groups, young people in the 
Ugandan and Zimbabwean sample spent a strikingly large 
number of hours on total work: between 8 and 11 hours for 
Uganda and between 5 and 10 hours in Zimbabwe. Care work 
takes up a large proportion of these hours, especially for 
girls aged 13 to 17 in the Ugandan sample, who spent on 
average 8 hours a day on care work. 

It is especially striking that girls in all countries and of all 
age groups spent more time than boys on care and total 
work. An elevated number of hours on total work for this age 
range can have implications for schooling, training, play and 
other activities that are beneficial for girls’ development, 
and can reinforce gender inequalities later on in life.

Gender inequalities in care work start early in life and should 
be tackled at this early stage. Addressing heavy care work of 
children is essential for their personal development and to 
reduce gender inequalities.
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Philippines Uganda Zimbabwe

Girls Boys Girls Boys Girls Boys

Ages 8 to 12

Care work 2.52 2.42 7.54 5.08 5.23 3.57

Paid/productive work 0.22 0 1.62 2.88 0.4 1

Education 9.61 9.15 0.94 1.01 4.34 4.4

Leisure and sleep 11.17 11.46 13.55 14.8 13.86 14.24

Total work hours (care work and paid/productive work) 2.74 2.42 9.16 7.96 5.63 4.57

Ages 13 to 17

Care work 4.77 3.73 7.69 4.84 6.25 5.26

Paid/productive work 0.09 0.59 2.42 4.34 0.96 1.48

Education 9.09 8.64 1.12 1.12 4.36 4.38

Leisure and sleep 8.77 9.23 12.48 13.39 12.22 11.96

Total work hours (care work and paid/productive work) 4.86 4.32 10.11 9.18 7.21 6.74

Ages 18 to 21

Care work 9.2 6.33 7.47 4.45 7.54 5.52

Paid/productive work 1.6 3 3.47 5.32 2.51 3.39

Education 1.8 3.67 0.66 1.11 2.68 1.67

Leisure and sleep 11.2 9.5 11.97 12.83 10.78 12.48

Total work hours (care work and paid/productive work) 10.8 9.33 10.94 9.77 10.05 8.91

Ages 8 to 21

Care work 4.18 3.39 7.59 4.88 6.14 4.74

Paid/productive work 0.3 0.57 2.23 3.87 1.08 1.94

Education 8.6 8.33 0.96 1.07 3.99 3.48

Leisure and sleep 10.12 10.33 12.88 13.91 12.53 12.95

Total work hours (care work and paid/productive work) 4.48 3.96 9.82 8.75 7.22 6.69

Table 4: HOURS spent on different activities (care work, paid work, education, and leisure 
and sleep) by girls and boys (aged 8 to 21) in samples from three countries, 2017



Ages 8 to 12 years
Looking at children aged 8 to 12, we find that in the study 
communities in Uganda and Zimbabwe, girls spent significantly 
more time than boys on care work: about 7 and 5 hours a day 
for girls, and 5 and 4 hours for boys in Uganda and Zimbabwe, 
respectively. Similarly to adults, boys in the Uganda and 
Zimbabwe samples spent more time on paid work/work for the 
family business compared to girls. But girls spent more time 
than boys on total work. In Uganda, girls aged 8 to 12 spent as 
much as 9 hours and boys about 8 hours a day on paid and 
care work. In the study areas in Zimbabwe, girls spent 6 hours 
and boys 5 hours a day on total work. In Uganda, girls also 
spent less time on leisure than boys of the same age group. In 
the Philippines, both boys and girls aged 8 to 12 spent about 
2.5 hours a day on care work and almost no time on paid work. 
There are no visible gender differences in the distribution of 
care work for this age group in the Philippines sample.

Ages 13 to 17 years
The same gender differences as for 8- to 12-year-olds can 
be observed for adolescents aged 13 to 17 in Uganda. Girls 
spent more time on care work (about 8 hours) than boys 
(about 5 hours), while boys spent more time than girls on 
paid work. Boys also spent more time on leisure and sleep, 
and in total girls spent more hours a day working than boys 
did. In the Zimbabwean sample, girls aged 13 to 17 spent 
slightly more time than boys on care work. But there are no 
other gender differences for this age group. There are no 
visible gender differences in the distribution of care work in 
the Philippines data, where girls spent about 5 hours and 
boys about 4 hours on care.

Ages 18 to 21 years
Similarly to the other age groups, in the selected 
communities in all study countries, girls aged 18 to 21 spent 
about 2 to 3 hours a day more than boys on care work. 

Comparing age groups
The amount of care work undertaken and gender differences 
in care work increase with age in the Philippines data. In the 
Ugandan sample, girls of all age groups did about the same 
amount of care work, while for boys care work decreases 
with age. In the study communities in Zimbabwe, care work 
increases with age for both boys and girls, but it is the most 
gender equal for children aged 13 to 17. These findings 
suggest that even though girls tend to do more care work, 
how care work is distributed between boys and girls is 
context and age specific.

Adults’ care work and young people’s 
time use
In line with proposition 3 and 4, we tested whether the 
division of unpaid care work between women and men is 
associated with boys’ and girls’ hours spent on care, paid 
work, education and leisure/sleep. In Zimbabwe and Uganda, 
children of parents who spent more time on care tended to 
work more. For Zimbabwe, we find that boys tended to do 
more care work if their fathers did more care work, about half 
an hour more for each hour’s increase in men’s care work. In 
Uganda, boys’ care work is positively associated with 
mothers’ care. Boys and girls in the Ugandan communities 
and boys in the Zimbabwean sample tended to spend less 
time on non-work if their mothers and fathers spent more 
time on care. In the Philippines, women’s and men’s time use 
is not associated with boys’ and girls’ time use.

FACTORS INFLUENCING CARE WORK
Oxfam believes that a combination of factors/initiatives are 
required for significant changes in the level and distribution 
of care hours in families. WE-Care affirms that it is not only 
important to promote redistribution of care work within the 
household, for example shift long hours of domestic work 
from women to men, but that investments by governments 
and private sector companies in accessible and affordable 
services and equipment are crucial for reducing heavy care 
work for women. Based on the propositions outlined in 
section 3, we performed multiple linear regression analyses, 
using the statistical software Stata,11  to help us understand 
what factors are associated with care-work distributions 
between women, men, girls and boys. 

When looking at the relationship of time use and potential 
determinants (e.g. access to water-related infrastructure, 
women’s decision-making power in the household), we 
always controlled for the following factors: age, education, 
proportion of females in the household, number of household 
members, whether the household has at least one child 
under six years old, household wealth (quintiles for middle, 
better-off and best-off households) and the location. 

As mentioned previously, this report is not yet looking at 
change over time. The statistically significant associations 
that we find do not tell us about causality or the direction of 
causality. Rather, they paint a picture of patterns of care 
work and different factors (named above) contributing to 
these patterns. The same analysis was carried out separately 
for the three countries. 

In this section, we report on the significant findings only; if 
we do not mention the findings for a particular country 
sample, it means that we did not find a significant 
association for this sample. The regression tables with more 
details on the specific models as well as detailed descriptive 
statistics can be found in the Appendix. 
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significant association between more females in the 
household and more hours of primary care work for men in 
Uganda, which seems counter-intuitive. Potentially, female 
children in Uganda take on more childcare supervision 
responsibility, which explains the reduction in any care for 
women and men, but the overall need for care in the 
household (e.g. cooking meals, washing clothes) increases, 
which means that men need to contribute more to primary 
care work.

In the Philippines, the girls we interviewed tended to spend 
less time on care if there were more females in the 
household. In Uganda and Zimbabwe, there is no association 
between the proportion of females and the care-work hours 
of children. 

Household size
The number of household members is associated with less 
primary care for men and fewer any care hours for women in 
the study community in Uganda, which suggests that 
household members contribute to care work. 

Boys in Uganda spent less time on care and more time on 
education as the household size increases. This combined 
with the findings for adults suggests that it is girls who step 
in to do care work. We do not find an association between 
household size and adults’ or young people’s care work in 
the Philippines and Zimbabwe.

Children under six
Having at least one child under six years old is associated 
with large increases in any care hours for women in all three 
countries. Women who had at least one child under six spent 
about 4 to 5 hours more on any care than women who did not 
have a young child. Only in Uganda, we find a positive 
association between having a young child and men’s any 
care hours (about 2 hours more compared to men without a 
young child).

Having at least one child aged under six in the household is 
associated with boys spending more time on care in the 
study areas in Uganda and Zimbabwe, and with girls and boys 
spending less time on education in Uganda. 

Asset ownership
Based on answers about asset ownership, we divided 
households into five wealth categories, with analysis done 
for middle, better-off and best-off households. We find a 
tendency for better-off men to spend less time on care. 
Being in the category in the middle (neither among the 
poorest nor among the best off) is associated with fewer 
primary and any care hours for men in the Uganda sample. 
Belonging to a household classified in the fourth quintile 
(better off but not the best off) is associated with fewer any 
care hours for men in Zimbabwe. Being among the 
households with most assets is associated with less time 
spent on any care for men interviewed in the Philippines. 

Similarly, the wealth indicators are more associated with 
boys’ than with girls’ care work. Boys in the study areas in 
Uganda and Zimbabwe tended to spend less time on care if 

Household/personal characteristics
Before moving on to look at associations between time- and 
labour-saving equipment and infrastructure and care work in 
particular, we explore associations between household-
level/personal characteristics and care-work hours of adults 
and young people. 

We find that household characteristics influence care-work 
allocations: having young children and being married 
increases care work for women, while age decreases it. Men 
and boys from better-off households spent less time on care. 

Consistent with Oxfam’s Household Care Surveys conducted 
in 2014 and 2015, women’s patterns of time use are less 
consistently influenced by individuals’ personal 
characteristics, such as education, and more associated 
with household-level traits. 

Marital status
In Uganda and Zimbabwe, being married is associated with 
greater inequality in primary care hours. In the selected 
communities in Uganda, there is an association between 
being married and women spending more hours (about 32 
minutes more) and men fewer hours (about 1 hour 16 minutes 
less) on primary care. For Zimbabwe, we find that married 
men spent less time on primary care. Potentially, marriage 
reinforces a gender-stereotypical division of labour. In the 
Philippines, however, married men tended to spend more 
time on primary care.

Education
Having received more education is associated with women 
spending more time on any care in the Philippines study area, 
and more time on primary and any care in the communities in 
Uganda. Potentially, women learn values at school that 
encourage them to provide better care, for example teaching 
their children certain skills. Education is also associated with 
men in the Ugandan communities spending slightly more 
time on primary care.

Age
In all countries, as age of adults increases, care hours tend 
to decrease for women. For men, we only find a significant 
association between age and care work in the Zimbabwean 
sample, where being older is associated with less primary 
care work for men.

For both girls and boys interviewed in the Philippines and 
Zimbabwe, care work seems to be increasing and education 
hours decreasing as they grow older. Boys and girls surveyed 
in Uganda and Zimbabwe and boys in the Philippines tend to 
spend more time on paid/productive work and less time on 
non-work as they grow older.

Proportion of females
If the proportion of female members in the household is 
higher, women and men interviewed in Uganda and men from 
the Zimbabwean sample tended to spend less time on any 
care. This might be the case because female household 
members contribute to care work, so there is less need for 
men to undertake care work. But we also find a slightly 
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sample, 55% had a rainwater-harvesting system in place, 
compared to 33% in Zimbabwe and 10% in Uganda. The 
Philippines is the country where most surveyed households 
had a water tap on the compound (31%), compared to 15% in 
Uganda and 11% in Zimbabwe. All the interviewed households 
in the Philippines, 68% of the households in Uganda and 75% 
of the interviewed households in Zimbabwe had toilets, but 
the proportion of households with showers is very small in all 
the countries, at less than 10%. 

In the Philippines and Zimbabwe, the HCS had a special focus 
on water-related questions. Table 5 shows the percentages 
of households in the Philippines and Zimbabwe that own 
water-related equipment. 

Our analysis finds that for Zimbabwe, owning more water-
related equipment is associated with men spending more 
time on water collection as a primary activity and on any 
care. This might be linked to men finding it more acceptable 
to fetch water with equipment than to carry water on their 
heads. 

In the study areas in the Philippines, girls and female 
adolescents (aged 8 to 21) in the household tended to spend 
less time on water collection if the household owned more 
water-related equipment. 

Fuel-related equipment
56% of the households interviewed in the Philippines, 27% in 
Uganda and 38% in Zimbabwe used a kerosene lamp or 
battery-powered lamp (dry cell). Less than 1% of the 
interviewed households in all three countries owned a 
generator, and less than 5% a solar energy system. Firewood 

they were in the middle wealth category (Uganda), the 
second highest (Zimbabwe) or from the best-off households 
(Uganda and Zimbabwe). In Zimbabwe, being among the 
best-off households is also associated with both boys and 
girls spending more time on education. 

Time- and labour-saving equipment
In line with proposition 5, we assessed whether access to 
time- and labour-saving equipment (TLSE) and paid care-
work services eases time constraints for women and girls. 

We find that ownership of time- and labour-saving 
equipment is associated with reduced hours of care work for 
women and girls in several contexts, but under some 
circumstances equipment also tends to increase care work. 
It is difficult, however, to assess to what extent equipment 
reduces care work, since households who generally provide 
more care might also own more care-related equipment. For 
example, families who cook more often may be more likely to 
buy an improved stove than families who cook less.

Overall, the findings suggest that there is potential for policy 
makers to invest in equipment to help reduce women’s 
workloads and to encourage male participation in care work. 
However, further research is needed to better understand 
the relationship between care work and different types of 
equipment.

Water-related equipment
About 70 % of the surveyed households in Uganda and 
Zimbabwe and 35% of households in the Philippines had 
some kind of container for fetching water. In the Philippines 
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For the Philippines, we find that women spent fewer hours 
cleaning the house when the household had a dustbin or 
compost pit and men spent fewer hours on primary care 
work. In Uganda, men’s hours of primary care were higher for 
those living in a household with a dustbin or compost pit. As 
with the explanation about water- and fuel-related 
equipment, ownership of tools might encourage male 
participation in care work.

Clothes-related equipment
54% of the households interviewed in the Philippines, 11% in 
Uganda and 70% in Zimbabwe had a chest of drawers for 
storing clothes. About half of the households in all countries 
owned at least three basins for washing clothes. Quite a high 
number owned an iron in Zimbabwe (76%), compared to 38% 
in Uganda and 34% in the Philippines.

Owning more clothes-related equipment is associated with a 
decrease in women’s hours spent on washing, drying and 
mending clothes in the study areas in Uganda. But we do not 
find such an association for other countries.

Childcare-related equipment12 
84%, 92% and 78% of the households with at least one infant 
in the Philippines, Uganda and Zimbabwe, respectively, had 
mosquito nets and 79%, 44% and 91% respectively used 
nappies for their children. 

In Uganda, men with more childcare-related equipment 
tended to spend less time on primary care but more time on 
childcare. Similarly, in the Philippines, owning more 
equipment for childcare is associated with men (but not 
women) spending more hours on caring for children. 

Adult care equipment13 
50% of the households with at least one member who could 
not walk or was blind in the Philippines, 59% in Uganda and 
58% in Zimbabwe had walking sticks, crutches or a 
wheelchair. 

We do not find an association between ownership of adult 
care equipment and care-work hours of adults, which might 
be due to the small number of respondents reporting that 
they had at least one member who could not walk or was 
blind (5% in the Philippines, 3% in Uganda, 8% in Zimbabwe). 

or fuel-efficient stoves were common in the communities in 
Uganda (60%), Zimbabwe (41%) and the Philippines (34%). In 
Zimbabwe and the Philippines, about 20% of the interviewed 
households had a gas stove, but in Uganda gas stoves were 
rare (4%).

Owning more fuel-related equipment is associated with men 
spending fewer hours on fuel collection in the Philippines, 
but there is no such association for women. This might be 
the case because equipment reduces the time needed for 
fuel collection, so women carry out the work without asking 
for help from their husbands. But for Zimbabwe, ownership of 
fuel-related equipment is associated with men spending 
more hours on primary care. As with water collection, men in 
the Zimbabwean communities might be more inclined to 
participate in care work if they can use technology to assist 
them. Women interviewed in Uganda spent more time on 
primary care and any care if they owned more fuel-related 
equipment. Potentially, owning equipment such as an 
improved stove encourages women to cook more or to 
prepare more complicated meals. Women who need to cook 
more might also be more likely to invest in fuel-related 
equipment. 

In the study areas in Uganda and Zimbabwe, ownership of 
more fuel-related equipment is associated with girls 
spending less time on fuel collection.

Meal-preparation equipment
67% of the households in the Philippines, 47% in Uganda and 
16% in Zimbabwe had a flask for storing liquids or food. But 
only 17% of the households in the Philippines, 10% in Uganda 
and 14% in Zimbabwe owned a refrigerator. 

We find an association between owning more meal-related 
equipment and fewer hours of meal preparation, primary and 
any care for women in the Philippines. But there is no 
association between meal-preparation equipment and time 
use in the other contexts.

Cleaning equipment
79% of the households in the Philippines, 32% in Uganda and 
14% in Zimbabwe had a dustbin or a compost pit to dispose 
of household waste. 

Type of equipment Philippines Zimbabwe

More than 4 bottles or buckets 35% 76%

Items used for fetching water 11% 48%

Rainwater-harvesting system/water reservoir 55% 33%

Water tap on compound/homestead 31% 11%

Shower 3% 4%

Toilet 100% 75%

Table 5:  Ownership of TLSE for water in samples in Philippines and Zimbabwe, 2017
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spent on any care: about 1 hour less in the Philippines, 2 
hours less in Uganda and 4 hours less in Zimbabwe compared 
to households without an improved water source. Access to 
an improved water source is also associated with women 
reporting more leisure hours in the surveyed households in 
Uganda and Zimbabwe (by about half an hour). In the 
Philippines, however, access to an improved water source is 
associated with a slight decrease in women’s leisure hours. 
Men interviewed in Uganda and Zimbabwe with improved 
access to water also spent less time on any care. In the 
Philippines and Uganda, the distribution of any care hours 
between women and men is more equal where there is 
access to an improved water source. 

In the study areas in Uganda and Zimbabwe, both girls and 
boys tended to spend more time on leisure where there was 
improved water access. But strangely, we also find for the 
Zimbabwean sample that both boys and girls spent less time 
at school in households with improved water access. In the 
Philippines, sons also spent less time on studying when the 
household had access to an improved water source. These 
findings require further investigation and consideration.

Electricity 
Electricity can be used for equipment that reduces care 
work, such as stoves, refrigerators, washing machines etc., 
but in rural households with limited access to such 
equipment it is often primarily used for lighting. 88% of the 
households in the Philippines, 33.5% in Uganda and 12.5% in 
Zimbabwe had access to electricity, of which 32%, 70% and 
48%, respectively for the Philippines, Uganda and Zimbabwe, 
reported that it was government-provided. 

The analysis suggests that access to electricity is 
associated with more primary and any care hours for women 
in Zimbabwe. Women from the Ugandan sample living in a 
household with access to electricity also spent significantly 
less time sleeping compared to women without access to 
electricity. A similar finding was found in the HCS 2014, and 
women informants in qualitative research explained that with 
electric light, care tasks did not need to be done as 
intensively before dark, as they could leave some tasks to do 
later in the evening. However, in the Philippines electricity 
access is associated with women spending fewer hours on 
primary and any care and more hours on leisure, and with a 
more equal distribution of any care between men and 
women. Potentially, in the Philippines electricity is used for 
equipment that reduces care work, while in the other 
countries it is mostly used for lighting (e.g. the Philippines is 
the country with the highest number of households owning a 
refrigerator). 

We find an association between access to electricity and 
boys spending less time on care and more time on studying 
in Uganda. Boys in Zimbabwe and girls in the Philippines with 
access to electricity also spent more time on studying. 
Lighting might allow children to study later in the evening 
rather than doing care work (e.g. laying the beds, doing the 
dishes). But in the Philippines, boys spent more time on care 

Paid services
In general, less than 20% of the respondents relied on paid 
care services, such as paying someone to cook, clean or 
fetch water, with the exception of hair braiding/cutting 
children’s hair, a paid service which was used by 41%, 36% 
and 21% of the households in the Philippines, Uganda and 
Zimbabwe, respectively. The households in Uganda were 
most likely to rely on paid services compared to the other 
countries, with the proportion ranging from 18% for washing 
and drying clothes to 4% for adult care. In the Philippines and 
Zimbabwe, questions on water-related services were asked. 
Only 6% of households in the Philippines and 9% in Zimbabwe 
had paid someone to wash or dry clothes, and even fewer 
(2% in the Philippines, 6% in Zimbabwe) had paid someone to 
iron or mend clothes. In both country samples, 7% had paid 
someone to fetch water. 

We do not find an association between the number of paid 
services and women’s or men’s care work, with the exception 
of the Philippines data, where the number of paid services is 
associated with fewer any care hours for women.

Infrastructure and services
Under proposition 6a, we tested whether the provision of 
public services (water, electricity, healthcare facilities, 
childcare facilities) is associated with care work and other 
time-use indicators of adults and young people (aged 8 to 
21). We also looked specifically at access to improved water 
sources for the Philippines and Zimbabwe (proposition 6b).

The findings on infrastructure are important for policy 
making as they show that public infrastructure, especially 
access to water, can make a difference in women’s 
workloads. In households with access to improved water 
sources, women reported spending an average of 1 to 4 
hours a day less on any care than women in households 
without improved water sources. The association between 
less time spent on unpaid care work and electricity, 
healthcare and childcare exists, but varies in each country 
context. We also find some positive effects of access to 
infrastructure on children’s care workloads.

Water
Access to water can potentially reduce time spent on water 
collection and indirectly facilitate other care activities, such 
as cooking, washing clothes, cleaning and childcare. 59.5% 
of the households in the Philippines and 46.5% in Zimbabwe 
used different sources of water for different purposes, such 
as for drinking, cooking, cleaning, bathing and laundry. Most 
households used an improved water source (i.e. not a natural 
source like a river or spring) for at least one purpose (94% in 
the Philippines, 77% in Uganda and 72% in Zimbabwe). 
Respondents were most likely to use improved water for 
drinking (81% in Zimbabwe; 71% in the Philippines). They 
were least likely to use improved water for laundry (46% in 
the Philippines; 50.5% in Zimbabwe). 

For all three countries, we find that access to an improved 
water source is associated with women reporting less time 
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Only 20% of the households interviewed in the Philippines, 
9% in Uganda and 20% in Zimbabwe used childcare facilities 
for at least one of their children; 100% of the facilities in the 
Philippines, 56% in Uganda and 12% in Zimbabwe were 
government-provided. 

In the Philippines, having at least one child under six in a 
daycare centre is associated with fewer primary care hours 
for men and more sleep for women. For Zimbabwe, there is an 
association between using childcare facilities and men 
sleeping less. It might be the case that only some children 
are enrolled in daycare, which leaves women’s hours looking 
after the other children unchanged. This means that 
childcare facilities are necessary but not sufficient.

The use of childcare facilities is associated with boys 
interviewed in the Philippines spending more hours on 
school, and girls in Zimbabwe spending more hours on 
studying at home.

Roads
Better roads can make it easier to access infrastructure and 
services, but can also increase the risk of accidents. On 
average, it took women 14 minutes in the Philippines, 56 
minutes in Uganda and 24 minutes in Zimbabwe to walk from 
their house to the nearest all-season road. 

We find that if the nearest road was further away, the hours 
that women in the Philippines and Zimbabwe spent on any 
care and the hours that women in Uganda spent on primary 
care decrease. Potentially, this is linked to nearby roads 
requiring closer supervision of children to ensure their 
safety.

Marketplace 
A closer marketplace can make it easier for people to access 
services, sell products and shop for household supplies. On 
average, it took women 25 minutes in the Philippines, 44 
minutes in Uganda and 30 minutes in Zimbabwe to reach the 
nearest marketplace from their house. 

A longer walk to the nearest marketplace is associated with 
more any care hours for women in the Philippines and 
Zimbabwe, and with more primary care hours for women in 
the Uganda study areas. There is also an association 
between a longer walking time to the nearest marketplace 
and fewer hours of any care for men in the Philippines and 
Zimbabwe. Potentially, women take their children with them 
to the market when they sell products or buy household 
supplies. This could explain why their time looking after 
children increases and their husbands’ supervision care 
hours are reduced when the walk to the market takes longer.

when there was electricity in the household. It might be the 
case that in this context, electric light in the evening allows 
girls to study, which increases boys’ care workload. 

Healthcare facilities 
Healthcare facilities can reduce the time spent on caring for 
ill household members. The large majority of households in 
the Philippines (86%), Uganda (96%) and Zimbabwe (96%) 
reported using healthcare facilities when household 
members were ill. The facilities were primarily government-
provided (98% in the Philippines, 81% in Uganda, 74% in 
Zimbabwe). On average, it took women 18 minutes to walk to 
the nearest healthcare facility in the Philippines, 50 minutes 
in Uganda and 49 minutes in Zimbabwe. 

There are inconsistent findings on the influence of 
healthcare on care-work hours. In Zimbabwe, access to 
healthcare facilities seems to reduce workloads; it is 
associated with more hours of leisure for men, more hours of 
sleep and fewer hours of paid work for women, and with a 
more equal distribution of any care between men and 
women. But for the other countries we find that healthcare 
services are associated with higher workloads for women. 
Use of healthcare facilities is associated with an increase in 
women’s any care work in the Philippines and Uganda (by 
about 2 hours), and with an increase in women’s primary care 
in the Philippines (by about 1 hour). At times of sickness, 
women are often primarily responsible for taking children and 
dependent adults to the hospital and following up on their 
treatment, which might explain why women did more care 
work if they used healthcare facilities. In the Philippines 
sample, the use of healthcare services is associated with 
men spending less time on primary and any care. But in the 
Ugandan sample, men’s any care hours are higher and paid 
work hours lower for men with access to healthcare 
compared to those without. 

In the study communities in Uganda, both boys and girls 
tended to spend less time on care in households that had 
access to healthcare facilities. In the Philippines, access to 
healthcare facilities is associated with more care hours for 
girls and fewer care hours for boys. Potentially, girls are more 
likely than boys to look after ill household members.

Childcare facilities 
Childcare facilities can reduce parents’ workloads; however, 
on their own they might not reduce primary care hours. A 
reason why we do not find a strong association between 
childcare facilities and reduced care work for women in most 
contexts might be that childcare is carried out at the same 
time as other care activities, which means that childcare 
alone does not reduce women’s overall hours of care.
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A closer look: direct impacts of access to public services and care-related 
infrastructure on adult’s and children’s time use and secondary impacts on 
women’s wellbeing and empowerment
Oxfam’s research team used the 2017 HCS data to conduct additional data analysis with a focus on the sub-Saharan 
African countries, i.e. Uganda and Zimbabwe. This analysis resulted in a paper (to be launched in February 2018) that, 
using access to key public services and care-related infrastructure as a proxy for public investments, investigates 
the direct impact of access to improved water, electricity, healthcare and childcare on adults’ and children’s time 
use, and secondary impacts on women’s wellbeing and empowerment. Compared to the 2017 HCS report, the data 
analysis for this paper involved controlling for additional variables such as women’s income, as well as analysing the 
indirect association between women’s decision-making and influencing power and the ratio of care hours between 
men and women (as a proxy for shared distribution of care work within the household). 

In convergence with the findings from the 2017 HCS report, this additional analysis shows that access to improved 
water sources not only has the potential to reduce the time women spend on primary care work, but can also impact 
on time spent on multi-tasking of care activities in Uganda and Zimbabwe. For children’s time use, the analysis shows 
that beyond the increase in leisure time reported, access to water is associated with girls sleeping more in Uganda 
and studying more in Zimbabwe. 

As this reports shows, access to electricity is associated with women reporting less sleeping time in Uganda. The 
supplementary analysis reinforced this finding and also unveils an association between access to electricity and an 
increase in the time men spend on primary care for that country. More in-depth analysis of electricity use in Uganda 
shows that this finding could be a result of the majority of households in Uganda using electricity for lighting 
purposes, making it possible for both men and women to do care work and other tasks after dark. In Uganda, 
electricity is also associated with boys spending less time on care work and more time studying. 

The additional findings reinforce the 2017 HCS report results that show access to childcare is associated with women 
reporting more hours of any care responsibilities, and demonstrate that the same is true for multi-tasking of care 
activities in Uganda and Zimbabwe. For children’s time use, the new findings show an association between use of 
childcare facilities and girls and boys reporting less time on paid work in Uganda. 

Interestingly, the additional analysis does not find an association between access to public services and a more 
equitable distribution of unpaid care work in the household sample from Uganda and Zimbabwe. At the same time, it 
finds an association between positive social norms on unpaid care work and a more equal gendered distribution of 
care work. In Uganda, a more equal gendered distribution of care work is associated with women reporting a stronger 
sense of decision-making and influencing power in the household. 

In close alignment with the 2017 HCS report, these findings call for a systemic approach to unpaid care work that 
looks at increasing public investment for reducing hours spent on care work, but also interventions that can address 
the negative social norms limiting a fairer redistribution of care work within the household. As the evidence shows, 
this holistic approach can lead to positive impacts on women’s health and wellbeing, and their decision-making and 
influencing power, and can contribute to their children’s wellbeing. 

Note: A complete account of the findings of the additional analysis performed with data from the 2017 HCS is available 
in Parvez, A., Remme, J.A., Koissy-Kpein, S. and Rost, L. (2018) ‘Exploring the need for gender-equitable fiscal policies 
for a human economy: evidence from Uganda and Zimbabwe’, forthcoming.
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We find a tendency of men and women spending more time 
on care work if they considered care work more valuable and 
skilled and were aware of the problematic nature of care. But 
we cannot be certain of the sequencing of perceptions and 
behaviour. Men’s participation in care activities may precede 
their perception of higher value or skills required for a care 
task, rather than the other way around. 

The findings on the perceptions of care work are important 
because they emphasize that the recognition of care work as 
a valuable and skilled task, and of its problematic nature, 
has the potential to increase men’s participation in care. 
However, the relationship between perceptions of and 
engagement in care might be two-way, and further research 
is needed to explore this connection.

Care work as valued
The HCS questionnaire included an exercise where men and 
women were given 12 cards with symbols for different paid 
and care-work activities.14 They were then asked to rank the 
activity cards from the most valuable activity to the least 
valuable activity. On a second round, ranking was done from 
the activity that requires most skills to the activity that 
requires least skills. 

Table 6 lists the care activities that women and men in the 
three samples considered most valuable (1) to least valuable 
(6). Generally, meal preparation and caring for children were 
the two care activities that respondents selected as most 
valuable, and caring for adults and washing clothes were 
most often considered the least valuable care activities.

Overall, we find that women valued care activities more than 
men did in all countries, except caring for adults (elderly, ill 
and/or disabled household members) in the Philippines and 

Social norms and perceptions
Social norms and gender stereotypes are often essential 
factors maintaining women’s roles as carers, and they also 
provide the context for the use of infrastructure and 
equipment that could impact on distribution of care tasks. As 
outlined by proposition 7, we believe that changing social 
norms and gender stereotypes favours the redistribution of 
unpaid care work between females and males. The 2017 HCS 
looks at several measures of social norms and perceptions. 
They can be divided into the following five categories:

1. Perceptions of care work
2. Views on the division of labour
3. Men’s childhood exposure to care work
4. Community expectations
5. Acceptability of gender-based violence related to care

For all the analysis on social norms and perceptions, it is 
essential to emphasize that we want to look at patterns of 
relationships between social norms and care work, and do 
not claim causality. It is hard for us to know what leads to 
what – i.e. whether social norms determine what people do 
or whether people have more positive views towards an 
equal distribution of care work because of what they do.

Perceptions of care work
This section focuses on perceptions of care work. As 
suggested in proposition 2, we investigated whether 
people’s perceptions of care work are associated with their 
participation in it and with investment in time- and labour-
saving equipment. In line with propositions 3 and 4, we also 
asked whether the recognition of unpaid care work is 
associated with boys’ and girls’ hours spent on care, paid 
work, education and leisure/sleep. 

Philippines Uganda Zimbabwe

Women Men Women Men Women Men

1 Meal preparation Meal preparation Meal preparation Caring for 
children

Caring for 
children

Caring for 
children

2 Washing and 
drying clothes

Fuel and water 
collection

Caring for 
children

Meal preparation Meal preparation Caring for adults

3 Cleaning the 
house

Cleaning the 
house

Cleaning the 
house

Cleaning the 
house

Cleaning the 
house

Fuel and water 
collection

4 Caring for 
children

Caring for 
children

Fuel and water 
collection

Caring for adults Fuel and water 
collection

Meal preparation

5 Fuel and water 
collection

Washing and 
drying clothes

Washing and 
drying clothes

Fuel and water 
collection

Washing and 
drying clothes

Cleaning the 
house

6 Caring for adults Caring for adults Caring for adults Washing and 
drying clothes

Caring for adults Washing and 
drying clothes

Table 6: Ranking of care activities according to the value attributed to them by adult women 
and men in samples from three countries, 2017
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skills (6). Caring for children was the activity that was most 
often ranked as requiring most skills, and washing clothes 
was most often considered to require least skills.

Similarly to perceptions on the value of care, men thought 
that care activities required fewer skills than women did. 
Looking at individual care activities, women were more likely 
than men to think that care activities required skills for all 
activities, except for water/fuel collection and caring for 
adults in the Philippines and Uganda. But the relationship 
between the distribution of care work and perceptions of 
care activities as requiring skills is less straightforward than 
is the case with perceptions of the value of care. If men 
compared to women thought that adult care required fewer 
skills, the distribution of care between women and men was 
less equal in the Philippines (any care) and Zimbabwe 
(primary and any care). The same was the case for fuel/water 
collection (primary and any care) and washing clothes (any 
care) in the Philippines. 

But we also find the opposite to be true.  For example, the 
distribution between men and women of primary care in the 
Philippines and of any care in Zimbabwe tended to be more 
equal if men in the Philippines sample thought that meal 
preparation required fewer skills than women did, and if men 
in Zimbabwe considered childcare less skilled than women 
considered it. Although the associations exist, they are 
inconclusive at this point in showing how perceptions of the 
skills required to do care work relate to willingness to engage 
in care tasks. 

Both men and women considered paid work activities to be 
more skilled than care work. Similarly to perceptions of value, 
there seems to be a tendency of women and men spending 

Zimbabwe, and fuel and water collection in the Philippines. 
We find that if men valued care activities less in comparison 
to women, the division of care work between men and 
women tended to be more unequal. As mentioned above, we 
cannot be sure that positive perceptions of the value of care 
among men leads to a more equal distribution of care, or 
whether men who undertake more care value it more.

We find for all samples that women valued care activities 
more than paid activities, and men valued paid activities 
more than care activities. We find an association between 
women valuing care work more compared to paid work and 
more hours of primary care for women in all three samples 
and more hours of any care for women in Uganda and 
Zimbabwe. If men valued care work more compared to paid 
work, they tended to spend more time on any care in Uganda 
and more time on primary care in Zimbabwe. 

We also looked at whether women’s and men’s valuing of care 
activities is associated with ownership of related equipment, 
but we did not find any association for all three countries. 

For young people, we find that if women valued care work 
less compared to paid work, girls in Uganda and Zimbabwe 
tended to spend less time on care, and girls in the Philippines 
and Zimbabwe tended to spend more time on education. If 
men valued care work less compared to paid work, girls in the 
Philippines sample also spent less time on care work. This 
suggests that valuing paid work more than care work might 
mean women and men encourage girls to spend time on 
school rather than care.

Care work as skilled
Table 7 shows how men and women ranked care activities 
from those requiring most skills (1) to those requiring least 

Philippines Uganda Zimbabwe

Women Men Women Men Women Men

1 Meal preparation Fuel and water 
collection 

Caring for 
children 

Caring for 
children

Caring for 
children

Caring for adults 

2 Washing and 
drying clothes

Meal preparation Meal preparation Meal preparation Caring for adults Caring for 
children

3 Fuel and water 
collection

Caring for 
children 

Caring for adults Caring for adults Meal preparation Fuel and water 
collection

4 Caring for 
children

Cleaning the 
house

Cleaning the 
house

Cleaning the 
house

Cleaning the 
house

Meal preparation

5 Cleaning the 
house

Caring for adults Washing and 
drying clothes

Fuel and water 
collection

Fuel and water 
collection

Cleaning the 
house

6 Caring for adults Washing and 
drying clothes

Fuel and water 
collection

Washing and 
drying clothes

Washing and 
drying clothes

Washing and 
drying clothes

Table 7: Ranking of care activities according to the perceived skills required to perform 
them by adult women and men in samples from three countries, 2017
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care (Uganda) and primary and any care (Zimbabwe). Similarly, if 
men thought at least some care work was problematic, they did 
more any care in the communities in Uganda and Zimbabwe, 
and women also did more any care in Zimbabwe. However, we 
also find an association between men considering care 
problematic and fewer primary care hours for men in the 
Philippines. Similarly to the findings on value and skill, we 
cannot tell for sure whether care is considered problematic 
because people engage in it, whether people engage in it 
because they think it is problematic, or whether people don’t 
think it is problematic because they don’t engage in it.

We also looked at whether perceptions of specific care 
activities being problematic is associated with ownership of 
related equipment, but we did not find any association in all 
three countries. 

Views on the division of labour
To understand how people’s views about the division of 
labour influence the distribution of care tasks in the 
household, we asked questions about the following areas: 

• Views on vignettes that describe different divisions of labour.
• Contribution of household members to the household 

wellbeing.
• Satisfaction with the division of tasks.
• Perceptions about who should help women with care.

The analysis of views of the division of labour has shown that 
social norms have a strong role in shaping what people do 
and what they think people should do. Despite higher 
workloads, women were less often considered to be the main 
contributors to the household wellbeing than men. At the 
same time, women often said they were satisfied with the 
division of labour. Even though the majority thought that 
generally men should do care work, more respondents 
wanted girls rather than husbands to help with care. This 
suggests that it is important to change not only men’s views, 
but also women’s views about the value of care and men’s 
participation in care work.

more time on care work if they considered it to be more 
skilled. In the selected communities in the Philippines, there 
is an association between men thinking that care activities 
require more skills compared to paid work and more hours for 
men spent on primary care and any care. In Uganda, women 
who thought that care required more skills compared to paid 
work also spent more time on any care. Again, we cannot tell 
for sure whether perceptions of care precede participation in 
it, or if it is the other way around.

For most care activities, we do not find an association 
between perceptions of care activities as skilled and 
ownership of related equipment. 

Care tasks considered problematic
Women and men were asked which domestic work or care 
activity they found most problematic for their family in terms 
of mobility, health and time burden. They were able to select 
only one activity from the list given (see table below), or 
none. It is important to emphasize that with this question we 
wanted to see which care activity was considered to be most 
difficult rather than conveying a message that all care work 
is problematic. Women respondents in the Philippines chose 
washing clothes and men chose water collection as most 
problematic. In the Ugandan sample, water collection was 
selected as the most problematic care activity by women and 
meal preparation by men; while in Zimbabwe, both women 
and men considered fuel collection the most problematic 
activity for their family in terms of mobility, health and time 
burden. Table 8 shows which activities were selected as 
most problematic by women and men. 

We find that if women thought that a care activity was 
problematic they did more any care in the Philippines and 
Zimbabwe, and more primary and any care in Uganda, compared 
to women who said that no care activity was problematic in 
terms of mobility, health and time burden. There is also a 
significant association between women considering care work 
problematic and their husbands spending more time on any 

Philippines Uganda Zimbabwe

Women Men Women Men Women Men

Water collection 30% 42% 20% 14% 25% 18%

Fuel collection 16% 24% 17% 9% 32% 27%

Meal preparation 1% 5% 9% 20% 3% 5%

House cleaning 1% 1% 3% 4% 5% 3%

Washing clothes 32% 11% 17% 16% 4% 5%

Drying, ironing clothes 0 % 1% n/a n/a 0% 1%

Caring for children 13% 9% 19% 24% 6% 7%

Caring for adults 3% 5% 5% 4% 13% 15%

Caring for community 0% 0% 3% 2% 2% 4%

None 4% 2% 7% 7% 10% 15%

Table 8: Care activities viewed as most problematic by adult women and men in samples from 
three countries, 2017
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with the division of tasks in their households. Only 16%, 26% 
and 23% of the women in the communities in the Philippines, 
Uganda and Zimbabwe, respectively, were unsatisfied with 
the division of tasks. But in Uganda and Zimbabwe, fewer 
men than women were unsatisfied with the division of labour: 
14% and 12%, respectively. Table 9 summarizes women’s and 
men’s satisfaction with the division of labour in the study 
areas in the three countries. 

We find an association between women being satisfied with 
the division of labour and spending fewer hours on primary 
care in the data for Uganda and Zimbabwe. We also find an 
association between men being satisfied with the division of 
labour and spending more hours on any care in Uganda. As 
any care mostly consists of childcare, looking after children 
might positively affect men’s satisfaction.

Views on vignettes that describe different divisions of labour
Three different vignettes describing different divisions of 
labour were read out to women and men, and respondents 
were asked what they thought of the particular division of 
tasks. The first vignette describes a situation where the 
woman does farm and care work, and the man does paid 
work. The second vignette describes a man and woman 
sharing productive and care work. The third one depicts a 
couple where the wife does most paid and care work. The 
vignettes from the women’s perspective are listed in Figure 3. 

Contribution to the household wellbeing
Women and men were asked who they felt made the most 
significant contribution to their household’s wellbeing. They 
were able to select between themselves, their partner, 
another man or another woman, or ‘other’. In the Philippines, 
significantly more men (59%) than women (11%) recognized 
women as the main contributors to the household wellbeing. 
This might be linked to the Philippines’ long history of women 
in paid work and the significant migration of women as 
domestic workers with major flows of remittances. In Uganda, 
significantly more women (39%) than men (23%) recognized 
women as the main contributors. In Zimbabwe, about a 
quarter of the women and men interviewed considered 
women as the main contributors.

We do not find an association between care/paid work and 
whether women and men considered women to be the main 
contributors to the household wellbeing. In Uganda, 
exceptionally, men who thought women contributed the 
most to the household spent less time on paid work, and 
women who considered themselves the main contributors to 
the household wellbeing spent less time on any care.

Satisfaction with the division of labour in the household
Even though women interviewed in Uganda and Zimbabwe 
spent more time on total work than men, across the three 
countries the majority of women said that they were satisfied 

Table 9: Satisfaction with the division of labour by adult women and men in samples from 
three countries, 2017

Figure 3: Vignettes on division of labour (women’s perspective)

Philippines Uganda Zimbabwe

Women Men Women Men Women Men

No 16.2% 16.7% 25.8% 13.6% 22.6% 11.8%

Yes 83.8% 83.3% 74.2% 86.4% 77.4% 88.2%

Susan: My husband Brian works as a carpenter, he leaves the house early and comes back in the evening. After 
preparing breakfast for my family, I work in the field in the mornings. I return to prepare lunch for my children. I fetch 
water and firewood, make sure the house and compound are clean. When my husband comes back from work he is 
very tired. I bring him water to wash his hands and serve him food. I do the dishes and prepare the beds for all of us. 

Sarah: Ever since we got together, my husband John and me have shared responsibilities. We get up around the same 
time, prepare breakfast, clean the house and help the children. We work on our farm together. When we come home 
from the field, he carries the vegetables and I carry some firewood. We both go and fetch water whenever we need it. 
I take the lead on cooking but my husband helps me chopping vegetables and cleaning the kitchen and compound.

Katherine: I do a lot of work. I work on the farm and do all the housework, bathing the children, collecting water and 
fuel, cleaning, cooking, making sure the house is okay. My husband Michael does some agricultural work and some 
casual labour. He often meets up with friends to chat or relax. Usually he does not help me with my work. But 
sometimes he might get water or cook if I am sick or not at home.

NOTE: The vignettes for men use exactly the same wording, but are framed from the men’s perspective.
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Across the countries, more than half of respondents 
approved or strongly approved of the first vignette describing 
a gendered division of labour. About 65% of women and men 
interviewed in Uganda and Zimbabwe and about 53% of 
women and men in the Philippines approved of a division 
where the man did paid work and the woman care work. 

The large majority of respondents approved or strongly 
approved of couples sharing care and productive work 
(vignette 2). For men, the percentages of approval were 92% 
in the Philippines, 72% in Uganda and 77% in Zimbabwe. For 
women, the percentages ranged from 87% in the Philippines 
to 78% in Zimbabwe and 77% in Uganda. 

A much smaller proportion of women and men approved of 
vignette 3, which describes a division where most work is left 
to women: 13% of the women and 15% of the men 
interviewed in the Philippines, 33% of the women and 38% of 
the men interviewed in Zimbabwe, and 71% of the women 
and the men interviewed in Uganda approved or strongly 
approved of this vignette. 

We find that compared to men who did not approve of sharing 
tasks, men who approved of an equal division spent more 
time on any care in the Philippines and on primary and any 
care in Uganda. We also find that the distribution of primary 
and any care between spouses is more equal in households 
where women approve of sharing tasks in the Philippines and 
Uganda. There is no association between approval of sharing 
tasks and the distribution of care work in Zimbabwe.

Perceptions about who should help women with care 
Women and men were asked from whom women should 
mainly receive help with caring for people and domestic 
work. The options were no one, husband, girls, boys, other 
women, other men and ‘other’. Respondents were able to 
select two options. In the Philippines, women and men 
thought that women should mainly receive help with care 
from husbands (about 90%), while in Uganda men (62%) and 
women (67%) selected girls as the first choice of helpers 
with care. In Zimbabwe, women most often wanted help with 
care from daughters (66%), while men said that women 
should receive help with care from husbands (71%). In all 
countries, significantly more women than men wanted girls 
to help with care work . Women and men were least likely to 
want sons to help with care work. This could lead to 
favouring the persistence of gender inequalities in unpaid 
care and domestic work, and suggests the need for 
interventions that encourage the participation of boys in 
care work. 

We find an association between men saying that husbands 
should help women with care and them spending less time 
on primary care in the Philippines. In this context, men who 
do not engage in care might feel that they should help more. 
In the study areas in Uganda, the opposite is the case: men 
who said that men should help women with care spent more 
time on primary and any care compared to those men who 
said that men should not help with care. Men might 
participate more in care because they personally believe that 
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they should, or perhaps they think that other men should 
also engage in care because they do so themselves. In 
Uganda, there is also an association between women 
wanting help from husbands and men spending more time on 
primary and any care. Again, we cannot be sure whether 
women wanting help leads to men helping, or whether 
women with husbands who help think it is more acceptable 
to do so.

Men’s childhood exposure to care work
The finding that childhood exposure to care work seems to 
increase men’s reported hours of care work later in life draws 
attention to the importance of fathers as role models for 
their boys in engaging on unpaid care. 

Social norms and perceptions are often passed on through 
generations. In the HCS, men respondents were asked about 
care work in their childhood. Information was collected about 
whether their fathers or other men in their home engaged in 
care work (meal preparation, cleaning the house, washing 
clothes, childcare), and on whether male respondents were 
taught to perform these tasks. 

In the Philippines communities, more than 80% of the men 
said that they were taught to do at least one care activity 
when they were children, and 70% had observed their fathers 
or another male household member doing at least one care 
task sometimes or frequently. Men had mainly been exposed 
to other men cooking (93%) and had mostly been taught to 
do cleaning (98%). 

In Uganda and Zimbabwe, 50% and 63% of male adult 
respondents respectively had been taught to do at least one 
care task, but only 35% and 40%, respectively, had seen 
their fathers doing care work. Men in the Uganda and 
Zimbabwe samples had mainly been exposed to male 

participation in childcare (71% Uganda and 69% Zimbabwe) 
and had also mainly been taught to care for children (77% 
Uganda and 80% Zimbabwe). Table 10 summarizes how many 
men had seen male members doing care work when they 
were children or teenagers, and had been taught to do care 
work as children.

Fathers doing care work
We find that whether their fathers engaged in care work 
when the interviewed men were children influences the 
amount of time men spent on care work later in life. There is 
an association between fathers having been involved in meal 
preparation and men spending more time on any care in 
Uganda. For washing clothes, there is an association 
between fathers washing clothes and men spending more 
time on any care in the Philippines and Uganda. We also find 
an association between fathers looking after children and 
men spending more time on any care in Uganda and 
Zimbabwe. If fathers did at least one care activity sometimes 
or frequently when men were young, men tended to spend 
more time on any care in the study communities in the 
Philippines and Uganda. But surprisingly, in the Philippines 
sample, men tended to spend less time on primary care if 
their fathers used to prepare meals. 

Men having been taught to do care work
We also find a positive correlation between men having been 
taught to cook as children and their time spent on any care 
in Uganda. Men from the Ugandan sample who learned how to 
wash clothes as children also spent more time on any care. 
There is also an association between men having been 
taught to do at least one care activity when they were 
children and spending more time on any care in Uganda. But 
in the Zimbabwean sample, men who learned how to wash 
clothes as children spent less time on primary care.
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 Philippines Uganda Zimbabwe

Father Taught Father Taught Father Taught 

No. % No. % No. % No. % No. % No. %

Meal preparation

Sometimes/frequently 194 92.82 198 94.73 299 36.5 502 61.29 181 54.68 263 79.45

Total 209 100 209 100 819 100 819 100 331 100 331 100

Cleaning

Sometimes/frequently 190 90.91 204 97.61 377 46.04 589 71.92 168 50.75 238 71.9

Total 209 100 209 100 819 100 819 100 331 100 331 100

Washing clothes 

Sometimes/frequently 164 78.47 197 94.26 375 45.79 578 70.57 169 51.06 254 76.74

Total 209 100 209 100 819 100 819 100 331 100 331 100

Childcare

Sometimes/frequently 30 14.36 27 12.92 239 29.18 193 23.57 103 31.12 67 20.24

Total 209 100 209 100 819 100 819 100 331 100 331 100

Table 10: Share of adult men who reported childhood exposure to care work (seeing father’s 
engagement in care work or were taught to do care work) in samples from three countries, 2017
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Community expectations
In the HCS 2017, we added some new questions on 
community expectations and personal views, based on 
Cristina Bicchieri’s framework (2017) of measuring social 
norms. We asked respondents the following questions:

• What they think others do (empirical expectations): Out of 
five men in your village we interviewed, how many do you 
think said that they spent at least an hour on caring for 
people and domestic work yesterday?

• What they think others should do (personal normative 
beliefs): Do you think men in your village should do caring for 
people and domestic work?

• What they think others think people should do (normative 
expectations): Out of five women/men in your village we 
interviewed, how many do you think said that men should do 
caring for people and domestic work?

To look at whether community expectations matter for 
personal behaviour, we added the following questions:

• If nobody were to know that you/your husband did caring for 
people and domestic work, would you do it/would you want 
him to do it more?

• We also randomly read out one of the four vignettes to 
assess community impact on behaviour (summarized in 
Figure 4), and asked:
-  Given what Simon has learned, how likely is Simon to do 

care work?
-  Given what Doris has learned, how likely is Doris to want 

Simon to do care work? 

Getting the community to accept men’s engagement in 
unpaid care work is important for redistribution. We find that 
men underestimated the amount of time other men spent on 
care and other men’s approval of sharing tasks. What 
community members found acceptable seems to matter more 
in determining personal behaviour than what community 
members actually did. 
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Low normative expectations High normative expectations

Low empirical 
expectations

1 
Simon and Doris live together in a nearby 
village. In the past, no men in their 
village used to do caring for people and 
domestic work. Simon and Doris have 
learned that FEW MEN in their village 
now do caring for people and domestic 
work , and at the same time FEW PEOPLE 
say that men should do caring for people 
and domestic work.

2 
Simon and Doris live together in a nearby 
village. In the past, no men in their 
village used to do caring for people and 
domestic work. Simon and Doris have 
learned that FEW MEN in their village 
now do caring for people and domestic 
work, but at the same time ALMOST ALL 
say that men should do caring for people 
and domestic work.

High empirical 
expectations

3 
Simon and Doris live together in a 
nearby village. In the past, no men in 
their village used to do caring for 
people and domestic work. Simon and 
Doris have learned that ALMOST ALL 
MEN in their village now do caring for 
people and domestic work, but at the 
same time FEW PEOPLE say that men 
should do caring for people and 
domestic work.

4 
Simon and Doris live together in a 
nearby village. In the past, no men in 
their village used to do caring for 
people and domestic work. Simon and 
Doris have learned that ALMOST ALL 
men in their village now do caring for 
people and domestic work, and at the 
same time ALMOST ALL say that men 
should do caring for people and 
domestic work.

Figure 4: Vignettes to assess community impact on personal behaviour



Empirical and normative expectations
In the study areas in the Philippines and Uganda, men 
estimated fewer men to have spent at least an hour on care 
work the previous day than the actual number of men who said 
they engaged in care. 57% of the men interviewed in the 
Philippines and 39% of the men in Uganda said that men in 
their village spent at least one hour on caring for people and 
domestic work the day before the interview, in contrast to 91% 
(Philippines) and 49% (Uganda) of the men reporting to have 
spent at least one hour on care work (primary or any care) the 
previous day. In Zimbabwe, about half of the men reported 
spending time on care work, and men said that about half of 
the men in their village did at least some care work. 

In all countries, a large majority of men approved of men 
doing care work, but did not think that other men would 
approve. While 97% of the men in the Philippines, 79% of the 
men in Uganda and 86% of the men interviewed in Zimbabwe 
answered that men should do care work, only 60% 
(Philippines), 36% (Uganda) and 47% (Zimbabwe) of men 
thought that men in their community would approve of men 
doing care work. For those men who said that men should not 
do caring for people and domestic work, the reason that was 
selected by far the most often in all three countries was: ‘It is 
a women’s task/it is not a man’s task’ (50% Philippines, 75% 
Uganda, 71% Zimbabwe).

The discrepancy between men’s involvement in care and 
views of men’s care-work time is emphasized by the fact that 

we do not find an association between views of other men’s 
involvement in care work and men’s care-work hours for the 
Philippines and Zimbabwe. For Uganda, we find a significant 
association between more men thinking that men spent at 
least one hour on care the day before the interview and more 
any care-work hours for men. 

The influence of community expectations on personal 
behaviour
In all three countries, the majority of women said that they 
would like their husband to do care work if no one were to 
know that he did care work (63% Philippines, 66% Uganda, 
59% Zimbabwe). 

In the study areas in Uganda and Zimbabwe, community 
expectations seem to influence behaviour. Women and men 
were most likely to say that men would do care work if all 
men in the community did care work and almost all thought 
that men should do care work (vignette 4), or if few men did 
care work but almost all thought men should do care work 
(vignette 2). This suggests that what matters in determining 
whether men do care work is more what other people think 
should be done than what they actually do. In the Philippines, 
the large majority of respondents said that men should do 
care work, irrespective of what vignette was read out to 
them. Table 11 summarizes the percentage of women and 
men saying that Simon would be likely or very likely to do care 
work and that Doris would be likely or very likely to want 
Simon to do care work, given the specific vignettes. 
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Philippines Uganda Zimbabwe

Man likely to do 
care work 

Woman likely to 
want man to do 
care work 

Man likely to do 
care work

Woman likely to 
want man to do 
care work

Man likely to do 
care work

Woman likely to 
want man to do 
care work

Women Men Women Men Women Men Women Men Women Men Women Men
(1) Few men do care 
work and few people 
think men should do 
care work

100.00% 94.73% 100.00% 98.25% 61.64% 69.31% 73.88% 77.73% 75.00% 82.72% 89.77% 90.13%

(2) Few men do care 
work, almost all 
think men should do 
care work

93.33% 97.78% 96.67% 100% 67.15% 66.5% 82.48% 80.3% 78.9% 78.2% 88.99% 92.31%

(3) Almost all men do 
care work, few 
people think men 
should do care work

95.65% 100% 97.83% 98.3% 64.66% 73.8% 77.51 80.35% 72.81% 82.83% 81.56% 91.92%

(4) Almost all men do 
care work, almost all 
think men should do 
care work

98.18% 100% 100% 100% 75.25% 77.29% 80.85 85.95% 76.63% 80.82% 91.59% 89.05%

Table 11: Proportion of adult women and men who consider community expectations when 
defining personal behaviour on unpaid care work in samples from three countries, 2017
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The results on community expectations are important in the 
sense that they highlight that it is not necessarily the case 
that men personally do not accept doing care work, but what 
community members would approve of is perceived as more 
important. In other words, what matters most is not what 
people think community members do, but what they think 
community members believe. Policies and initiatives that 
uncover the discrepancy between beliefs about the 
community and actual community behaviour and views could 
help open people’s eyes to the fact that male participation in 
care work is widely accepted.

Acceptability of gender-based violence related to care 

Community sanctions can be powerful in maintaining social 
norms and, as the study finds, the gendered division of care 
work. The findings show that generally, if gender-based 
violence was accepted, men tended to do less care work and 
women tended to do more care work. Significantly, about a 
third of Zimbabwean and Ugandan respondents accepted 
mocking men for performing care tasks or beating/criticizing 
women for inadequate provision of care.

The HCS asked men and women whether they thought it was 
acceptable to mock or shame a man for performing different 
care tasks (cooking, caring for children, fetching water/fuel, 
etc.). The questionnaire also asked women and men whether 
they thought it was acceptable to harshly criticize/shout at 
a woman and beat a woman in various situations describing 
inadequate provision of care (e.g. if she spoiled/burnt/failed 
to cook a meal) and leaving the house without asking. 

Shaming men for doing care work
In the selected communities in the Philippines, 95% of 
women and 87% of men found it unacceptable to mock men 
for engaging in care activities. But about 27% of women and 
men in the Ugandan and 28% of women and men in the 
Zimbabwean communities thought that it was acceptable to 
mock men for doing at least one care activity. These findings 
highlight that community backlash still seems to represent 
an important barrier to men’s participation in care work in 
these two contexts.

Accepting mocking men for doing care work tends to 
reinforce the gendered division of care work. In the 
Philippines sample, men spent less time on any care if they 
thought it was acceptable to mock men for doing care work. 
There is also an association between women accepting 
mocking of men and women spending more time on primary 
care in the Philippines and Zimbabwe and on any care in the 
Philippines and Uganda. 

Criticizing or shouting at women for not doing care work
Similar to the findings on mocking men, about 93% of men 
and women interviewed in the Philippines found it 

unacceptable to harshly criticize a woman for not providing 
adequate care. But in Uganda and Zimbabwe, a significant 
number of women and men respondents thought it was 
acceptable to harshly criticize and shout at women because 
of insufficient care. 24% of the women and 22% of the men 
interviewed in Uganda found harsh criticism or shouting at a 
woman acceptable in at least one of the described 
situations. In Zimbabwe, men (40%) significantly more often 
than women (33%) found it acceptable to criticize women for 
not doing care work. 

For the Uganda study areas, we find that men who thought it 
was acceptable to harshly criticize women for not doing care 
work tended to spend less time on any care. However, for the 
Philippines and Zimbabwe, we find that men who thought 
such criticism was acceptable spent more time on any care. 
Potentially, men in these contexts feel more entitled to 
criticize their wives for not doing care work if they are 
participating in this type of work themselves.

Beating women for not doing care work
Again, the Philippines sample is mostly opposed to beating 
women for not doing care: about 99% of women and men 
interviewed in the Philippines found beating unacceptable. 
But over a third of women and men in the communities in 
Uganda and Zimbabwe accepted physical violence against 
women because of insufficient care. Surprisingly, in Uganda, 
women (36%) and men (34%) found it more acceptable to 
beat a woman than to harshly criticize a woman. In 
Zimbabwe, 23% of the surveyed women and 20% of the men 
believed beating women to be acceptable in at least one of 
the described situations.

Acceptance of beating is associated with a more unequal 
division of care work. We find an association between women 
interviewed in Uganda accepting beating and spending more 
hours on primary care. Men who accepted beating of women 
in response to perceived inadequate provision of care also 
tended to spend less time on primary and any care in the 
Philippines and any care in Uganda. 

Table 12 summarizes respondents’ views of acceptance of 
mocking men and shaming/criticizing women for at least one 
of the described situations. For details on acceptance of 
specific situations, please see the Appendix.

The analysis on social norms has shown that it is crucial to 
understand the local normative context in which policies on 
care work are embedded. What people think others do and 
approve of, and what they personally believe is acceptable, 
determines what they do and tell others to do. Interventions 
that improve access to infrastructure and equipment, with a 
focus on reduction and redistribution of unpaid care work, 
are likely to be more successful if social norms and 
perceptions of the community are acknowledged.
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Women’s decision making
Proposition 1 suggests that an improvement in women’s 
status is associated with a more equal distribution of care 
hours between women and men. Based on the Women’s 
Empowerment in Agriculture Index (IFPRI 2012), the 
questionnaire presented different areas of decision making 
and asked women, ‘Who normally makes most of the 
decisions about this area?’ and, if the answer was not the 
woman herself, ‘To what extent do you think you can 
influence or change their decision?’. Areas of decision 
making included decisions about children’s schooling and 
health, decisions on how time is spent or decisions on large 
purchases, to name a few. Based on answers to these 
questions, we constructed a decision-making and 
influencing scale.15 

The 2015 HCS data analysis indicated that decision making 
was not significantly or consistently related to the level and 
distribution of care hours, suggesting that ‘care is a special 
case’ in decision making, and that social norms may be more 
powerful drivers of the gendered distribution of care hours 
than women’s decision-making power. 

The 2017 HCS findings suggest that women generally had 
control over their own time and the undertaking of domestic 
tasks independently or jointly with someone else, but a 
significant minority of women were not involved in decisions 
on loans, purchases and, most interestingly, on the number 
of children they wanted to have. Similarly to the HCS 2015 
findings, we find that the relationship between decision 
making and care-work allocation is not consistent, in 
contrast to common beliefs among development 
practitioners. This might be linked to the role of social norms 
in reinforcing gendered divisions of labour. However, we find 
that women with more of a say in the household are more 
likely to own time- and labour-saving equipment, especially 
water-related equipment, which has been found to reduce 
women’s care work. In the context of strong social norms, it 
might be easier and more socially acceptable for women to 
negotiate for investment in equipment than for their 
husbands’ engagement in care.

97% of the women in the Philippines, 91% of the women 
interviewed in Uganda and 92% of the women in Zimbabwe 

made decisions about their own time alone or together with 
someone else. 91%, 87% and 88% of the women in the 
Philippines, Uganda and Zimbabwe, respectively, made 
decisions independently or jointly about which family 
members should do domestic tasks. But a significant number 
of women were not involved in decisions on loans (20% 
Philippines, 50% Uganda, 40% Zimbabwe), large purchases 
(20% Philippines, 44% Uganda, 31% Zimbabwe) and even the 
number of children they wanted to have (16% Philippines, 
38% Uganda, 28% Zimbabwe). The finding that about a third 
of the women in all three countries were not able to 
contribute to the decision on the number of children they 
had is interesting. As shown in previous sections, the size of 
the household is associated with unequal distribution of 
unpaid care work, as is the existence of children aged under 
six. If these factors are considered, more power over this 
decision could have the potential to reduce care workloads 
for women.

In the communities in the Philippines and Zimbabwe, on 
average women were involved in eight out of ten decisions. 
In Uganda, they were on average engaged in seven out of ten 
decisions. The women interviewed in the Philippines had the 
highest average score for decision making (0.84 out of 1), 
while the women in Uganda had the lowest score (0.71 out of 
1). However, when we add to the decision-making scale a 
measure for whether women were able to influence 
decisions, women in Zimbabwe recorded the highest score 
(1.39 out of 3) and women in the Philippines the lowest score 
(1.05 out of 3). Across the three countries, some women were 
not involved in any decisions at all and could not influence 
decisions, while others were engaged in all the decisions.

The relationship between decision making and care-work 
allocation is not consistent. On the one hand, we find that a 
higher score in the decision-making and influencing scale for 
women is associated with a more equal distribution of any 
care between women and men in Uganda and Zimbabwe. At 
the same time, we find an association between a higher 
decision-making and influencing score and more hours of 
any care for women in the Philippines and Zimbabwe. 

But there are interesting results on the relationship between 
women’s decision making and access to time- and labour-
saving equipment. Higher scores in the women’s decision-
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Philippines Uganda Zimbabwe

Type of violence/criticism Women Men Women Men Women Men

Mocking men 5% 13% 26% 27% 28% 29%

Beating women 2% 1% 36% 34% 23% 20%

Criticizing women 8% 5% 24% 22% 33% 40%

Observations 184 196 969 749 400 326

Table 12: Share of adult women and men in samples from three countries who felt gender-
based violence/harsh criticism was an acceptable response to women’s perceived failure 
to carry out at least one care-related task, or that mocking was an acceptable response to 
men’s engagement in at least one care-related task, 2017 
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making and influencing scale are associated with ownership 
of more water-related equipment in all three countries. In 
addition to water-related equipment, in the selected 
communities in Uganda, a higher decision-making and 
influencing score for women is also associated with owning 
more fuel-related equipment. In the Philippines, women’s 
decision making is associated with more cleaning- and 
washing-related equipment, but it is also found to be 
associated with less childcare-related equipment.

WELLBEING, TIME CONSTRAINTS 
AND CARE WORK
Heavy and unequal care work can negatively affect women’s 
health and wellbeing. If women are overworked and 
inadequate care is provided, other household members, 
especially children, might also experience harm. This section 
provides an overview of the 2017 HCS data on women’s 
wellbeing and time constraints with the provision of care.

Women’s wellbeing
In line with proposition 8, we assume that a more equal 
distribution of unpaid care work between women and men is 
associated with improvements in the overall wellbeing of 
women (and men).

For Uganda and Zimbabwe, more hours of care work are 
associated with women reporting more illness and injuries 
related to it. We find that over a third of women in Uganda 
and Zimbabwe and over two-thirds of women in the 
Philippines had experienced an injury, illness, disability or 
other physical or mental harm from their unpaid domestic 
work or caring for people in the last 12 months. This harm 
was perceived as having a long-term effect for about half of 
the women affected. The large majority of women were also 
concerned that their unpaid care work would cause them 
harm in the future. In this context, policies and initiatives 
that address women’s heavy and unequal care work can 
contribute to women’s wellbeing.

77% of the women interviewed in the Philippines, 33% of the 
women in Uganda and 38% of the women in Zimbabwe 
reported having experienced an injury, illness, disability or 
other physical or mental harm from their unpaid domestic 
work or caring for people in the last 12 months. Out of those 
women, 43% in the Philippines, 58% in Uganda and 54% in 
Zimbabwe said that the harm had a long-term effect. The 
large majority of women in all three countries were 
concerned that their care and domestic work would cause 
them harm in the future (81% in the Philippines, 94% in 
Uganda and 93% in Zimbabwe). Table 13 summarizes the 
percentages of women who had experienced harm related to 
unpaid care, the long-term effect of this and women’s 
concerns about future harm linked to care work. 

The type of harm caused by care work was mainly backache 
and headache in all the countries. 70% of the women 
interviewed in the Philippines, 57% of the women in Uganda 
and 61% of the women in Zimbabwe reported backache 
linked to their unpaid domestic work or caring for people in 
the last 12 months. Headaches linked to care work were 
reported by 47% of women in the Philippines, 20% of women 
in Uganda and 28% of women interviewed in Zimbabwe. 

For the Philippines and Zimbabwe, additional questions were 
asked on water-related harm. 10% of women interviewed in 
the Philippines and 5% in Zimbabwe reported that a 
household member had suffered from a water-related illness 
in the last seven days. Regarding water collection for 
laundry, 74% of the women in the study areas in the 
Philippines and 19% of the women in Zimbabwe reported an 
injury, illness, disability or other physical or mental harm from 
collecting water or doing laundry. The women mainly reported 
backache (83% in the Philippines and 69% in Zimbabwe) and 
headache (29% in the Philippines and 22% in Zimbabwe).

We looked at whether women’s primary or any care hours the 
day before the interview are associated with women reporting 
an injury, illness, disability or other physical or mental harm 
from their unpaid domestic work or caring for people in the last 
year. In Uganda and Zimbabwe, we find an association 
between more hours of primary and any care and women 
reporting that they had experienced harm linked to care work.
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Philippines Uganda Zimbabwe

Experienced harm from care work 76.47% 32.77% 37.99%

Harm had long-term effect 42.31% 58.12% 53.55%

Concerned that care work will cause harm in future 80.88% 94.14% 91.91%

Table 13: Proportion of adult women who reported harm related to unpaid care work in 
samples from three countries, 2017



Time constraints
The HCS accounts for negative consequences linked to limited 
time to perform care work, asking women several questions 
about time constraints and how it affects different care 
activities (e.g. childcare, adult care, cooking, washing clothes). 

Women who spent more time on care work experienced more 
time constraints with care. We find that due to heavy 
workloads, a minority of women respondents reported that it 
was impossible to avoid leaving dependants alone. 

Heavy and unequal care not only affects women’s wellbeing 
but can also have negative consequences for children and 
dependent adults. Policies that reduce the drudgery of care, 
for example through providing infrastructure and equipment, 
can be beneficial not only for women but also for their 
children and other family members. 

In the previous week, 15% of the women interviewed in the 
Philippines, 11% of the women in Uganda and 8% of the women 
in the Zimbabwe sample had left a child aged under six without 
supervision. Fewer women reported having left a dependent 
adult alone without supervision (10% Philippines, 10% Uganda, 
5% Zimbabwe). 6% in the Philippines, 16% in Uganda and 12% 
in Zimbabwe reported that dependants had injured themselves 
in the last week. Dependants of 5% (Philippines), 16% (Uganda) 
and 23% (Zimbabwe) of the women had damaged something in 
the last week. About a third of the women in all three countries 
also reported that they had not had time for cooking, washing 
clothes and personal care in the last week. 

We looked at whether women’s primary and any care hours 
are associated with leaving children and dependent adults 
alone and with children or dependent adults damaging 
something or having an accident. We find that women who 
spent more time on care work experienced more time 
constraints with care. Long hours of care might mean more 
domestic work and less time and attention for dependants. 
We find an association between more any care hours for 
women and leaving a dependent adult alone in the 
Philippines and Uganda. In Zimbabwe, the opposite is the 
case: women who reported more primary care hours tended 
to be less likely to leave a dependent adult alone. It might be 
that part of their primary care hours entails looking after a 
dependent adult. There is no association between women’s 
care hours and the likelihood of leaving children alone. 

If women spent more time on primary or any care in the 
Uganda study areas and any care in Zimbabwe, children or 
dependent adults were more likely to have had an injury in 
the last week. Similarly, children or dependent adults were 
more likely to have damaged something if women spent 
more time on primary care in Uganda and any care in Uganda 
and Zimbabwe. There are two possible explanations for 
these findings. On the one hand, women who do more 
domestic work might have less time and attention to give 
to dependants. On the other hand, mothers of children who 
are more likely to injure themselves or break things (e.g. are 
more clumsy or reckless) might spend more time looking 
after them. 
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5. HIGHLIGHTS AND 
SUGGESTIONS



PHILIPPINES
• Women in the Philippines spent more time on care work than 

women in the other settings. But men also tended to spend 
most time on care work compared to other men: about 3 
hours on primary care and 6 hours on any care. It would be 
interesting to explore why there is such a high demand for 
care in the surveyed communities in the Philippines.

• Men on average spent 1 hour 16 minutes a day on cooking, 
which seems surprisingly high compared to other countries 
and to previous HCS research. This finding contradicts the 
qualitative research finding that men are more likely to fetch 
water than to cook. It would be interesting to investigate this 
further and find out what type of men engage in cooking.

• Women spent over 2 hours a week collecting water for 
laundry. We could further explore if other household 
members also contribute to water collection for laundry, and 
what the total household time spent on water collection for 
laundry is.

• Women only spent about 2 hours a day on paid work, which is 
less than in the communities interviewed in Uganda and 
Zimbabwe. It would be interesting to explore what barriers 
women face to entering paid work.

• Children and adolescents reported working less than in the 
other two contexts, and gender differences were not so 
pronounced. It would be interesting to explore whether 
women get help with care work from other people (e.g. maids, 
relatives).

• Qualitative research could try to understand why more 
educated women spent more time on care work.

• It would be interesting to explore why better-off men spent 
less time on care.

• Owning more equipment for childcare is associated with men 
spending more hours on caring for children in the Philippines. 
Qualitative research could explore reasons for this finding.

• We find that women with access to improved water spent 
less time on leisure, but the distribution of any care hours 
between women and men is more equal. This seems 
contradictory, and further research could try to clarify this 
finding. 

• In contrast to what we would expect under proposition 6a, 
use of healthcare facilities is associated with an increase in 
women’s care work hours. It would be useful to ask more 
detailed questions about healthcare to better understand 
this relationship.

• Further research could look into why having at least one 
child in a daycare centre is associated with fewer primary 
care hours for men but not for women. 

• We find that women who live closer to an all-season road 
spent more time on any care. We hypothesized that the 
opposite would be true, as roads can improve access to 
services. Might it be the case that roads nearby require more 
childcare supervision because of the risk of road accidents? 

• The distribution of care between men and women tended to 
be more equal if men thought that meal preparation required 
fewer skills than women believed to be the case. This seems 
counter-intuitive and calls for further investigation.

• In the Philippines, the large majority of respondents said that 
men should do care work irrespective of whether men in the 
community engaged in care work and of whether community 
members thought it was acceptable for men to do care work. 
Is this the case because community members’ behaviour and 
views do not matter to personal behaviour, or has it 
something to do with social desirability bias during the 
interview? 
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This section presents some key interesting or surprising findings from each of the 
study countries that would be interesting to explore further. 
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UGANDA
• It would be interesting to find out why men spent three times 

more time on any care than on primary care. Is it more 
acceptable to do care while doing another primary activity? 
Or is looking after children more acceptable than doing other 
care activities?

• Further research could look into whether men are aware of 
the fact that they spent less time than women on total work, 
and investigate how this relates to normative ideas of 
masculinity.

• Girls and boys of all age groups in Uganda spent surprisingly 
many hours on care (and paid work). It is important to look 
into this and find out what triggers, and could potentially 
reduce, such long working hours for children.

• It is interesting that being married is associated with greater 
inequality in care work. Further research could investigate 
whether the type or length of marriage matters.

• We find that more educated women spent more time on care 
work. Qualitative research could try to understand whether 
this is the case, and why.

• Men’s hours of primary care are higher for those living in a 
household with a dustbin or compost pit. Is this the case 
because households where men do more care work are more 
likely to invest in time- and labour-saving equipment? 

• Electricity decreases women’s sleeping time. Is this linked to 
electricity being used for lighting, thereby increasing the 
time available for other activities? 

• In contrast to what we would expect under proposition 6a, 
availability of healthcare facilities is associated with an 
increase in women’s and men’s care-work hours. It would be 
useful to ask more detailed questions about healthcare to 
better understand this relationship.

• More detailed analysis on childcare facilities could help to 
clarify why we did not find an effect of childcare services on 
care-work hours. Is it the case that households that invest in 
childcare have higher expectations of how to care for their 
children and thus spend more time looking after children 
when they are at home? Or are women with more demand for 
childcare more likely to send their children to childcare 
services, which means that they still have more total 
childcare hours than women who have less demand for 
childcare? Is it to do with the fact that childcare is carried 
out at the same time as other tasks? Or because not all the 
children in the household are enrolled in daycare?

• We find that women who live closer to an all-season road 
spent more time on primary care. We hypothesized that the 
opposite would be true, as roads can improve access to 
services. Might it be the case that roads nearby require more 
childcare supervision because of the risk of road accidents? 

• Further research could investigate why women and men 
found it more acceptable to beat a woman than to harshly 
criticize a woman for perceived inadequate provision of care. 
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ZIMBABWE
• It would be interesting to find out why men spent three times 

more time on any care than on primary care. Is it more 
acceptable to do care while doing another primary activity? Or 
is looking after children more acceptable than doing other care 
activities?

• A surprising finding is that both boys and girls spent less time 
on school in households with improved water access. This 
needs further investigation.

• Women spent over 2 hours a week collecting water for laundry. 
We could further explore if other household members also 
contribute to water collection for laundry, and what the total 
household time spent on water collection for laundry is.

• Further research could look into whether men are aware of the 
fact that they spent less time on total work than women, and 
investigate how this relates to normative ideas of masculinity.

• Girls and boys of all age groups spent many hours on care (and 
paid work). It is important to look into this and find out what 
triggers, and what could reduce, such long working hours for 
children.

• It is interesting that being married is associated with greater 
inequality in care work. Further research could investigate 
whether the type or length of marriage matters.

• We find that men spent more time on water collection/primary 
care if the household owned water-/fuel-related equipment. It 
would be interesting to explore what kind of equipment 
encourages men to participate in care, and why.

• Access to electricity is associated with longer care hours for 
women. Is this the case because with electric light women can 
carry out care tasks later in the evening? Is electricity also used 
for equipment that reduces care work?

• Further research could explore why use of healthcare facilities 
is associated with a more equal distribution of any care 

between men and women. Are men more likely to look after the 
sick if they have access to healthcare facilities?

• More detailed analysis on childcare facilities could help to 
clarify why we did not find an effect of childcare services on 
care-work hours. Is it the case that households that invest in 
childcare have higher expectations of how to care for their 
children and thus spend more time looking after children when 
they are at home? Or are women with more demand for 
childcare more likely to send their children to childcare 
services, which means that they still have more total childcare 
hours than women who have less demand for childcare? Is it to 
do with the fact that childcare is carried out at the same time 
as other tasks? Or because not all of the children in a 
household are enrolled in daycare?

• We find that women who live closer to an all-season road spent 
more time on any care. We hypothesized that the opposite 
would be true, as roads can improve access to services. What 
could be possible explanations for this finding? Might it be the 
case that roads nearby require more childcare supervision 
because of the risk of road accidents?

• The distribution of care between men and women tended to be 
more equal if men thought that meal preparation and childcare 
required fewer skills than women perceived to be the case. This 
seems counter-intuitive and calls for further investigation.

• If men thought that cleaning required fewer skills than women 
believed to be the case, households owned more cleaning 
equipment. But if men thought meal preparation required fewer 
skills than women did, households owned less equipment 
related to meal preparation. These two findings are 
contradictory. Further research shedding light on the 
relationship between perceptions of care and investment in 
time- and labour-saving equipment would be useful.
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6. CONCLUSION



Women interviewed in the samples from the Philippines, 
Uganda and Zimbabwe spent more time on all care work 
indicators than men: about 11 to 12 hours a day on any care, 
which is more than twice as much as men in the Philippines 
sample, and more than three times as much as men 
interviewed in Uganda and Zimbabwe. Boys and especially 
girls also contributed a significant amount of their time to 
care work from a young age, and gender disparities in the 
distribution of unpaid care work are found in all age groups. 

We find that heavy care workloads can negatively affect 
women’s health. A significant number of women in all study 
areas reported that they had experienced an injury, illness, 
disability or other physical or mental harm from their unpaid 
domestic work or caring for people in the last 12 months. 
Women who spent more time on care work were more likely 
to report harm related to care in Uganda and Zimbabwe. 
Heavy care workloads also made it impossible for a 
proportion of women respondents to avoid leaving children 
and dependants alone without supervision. 

We find that ownership of care-related equipment, especially 
water-related equipment, can significantly reduce hours 
spent on care work. It is interesting that in some contexts 
men were also more likely to engage in care if equipment was 
available. Overall, the findings on time- and labour-saving 
equipment show that equipment that reduces time spent on 
fuel collection, meal preparation, cleaning and preparing 
clothes can make a difference. But the findings also show 
that while these single pieces of equipment are necessary, 
they are not sufficient; real reductions in women’s care-work 
time are expected when multiple types of time- and labour-
saving equipment are present, when public services are 
improved and when men are sharing the responsibility for 
care.

Public services and infrastructure also have great potential 
to reduce heavy care work for women. The finding on access 
to an improved water source in relation to women’s care 
hours is especially significant. Access to an improved water 
source is associated with 1 to 4 hours less reported time 
spent on care work. On access to electricity, the report 
shows that while minimal access to electricity only appears 
to lengthen care hours (because with electric light more care 
tasks can be done after dark), potentially, where electricity is 
used for equipment that reduces care work, women will 
spend fewer hours on care and more on leisure. The use of 
healthcare facilities is associated with more care hours in 
some contexts, and with fewer care hours in others. For 

childcare facilities, we only find an association with reduced 
care-work hours in the Philippines. 

Despite the potential of infrastructure and equipment to 
reduce inequality in care work, the findings emphasize the 
need to also address social norms and perceptions about 
care work to encourage male participation in care work and 
achieve long-term change.

The report highlights that according to the responses on 
social norms, what matters most to determine whether men 
do care work is what other people think should be done, 
rather than what they actually do. Most men want to do care 
and believe in sharing; the obstacle is their perception that 
others do not approve. Revealing the discrepancy between 
what people think the community does and thinks, and what 
the community actually does and thinks, can potentially 
open people’s eyes and encourage male participation in care 
work. The second key finding on social norms is that men are 
more likely to engage in care work if their fathers engaged in 
care activities when they were children. At the same time, we 
find that men and women often do not want to involve their 
sons in care work. Finally, the report shows that acceptance 
of gender-based violence is associated with women doing 
more and men doing less care work. Encouraging male 
participation in care work from a young age, together with 
activities that mobilize community members to show their 
support for an equal gendered distribution of unpaid care 
work can help to bring about change, and ultimately have a 
positive impact on possible drivers of gender-based violence 
in the community.

Although development practitioners may expect that women 
with significant agency will negotiate housework with other 
family members, the study – in line with our previous 
Household Care Surveys – did not find a consistent 
association between women’s decision making and care-
work hours. However, this research finds an association 
between women’s decision-making power and ownership of 
time- and labour-saving equipment, indicating an additional 
potential avenue of change. Even where men’s participation 
in care work remains low due to social norms, raising 
women’s agency and awareness of the benefits of such 
equipment might help to reduce their workloads. It is also 
interesting that the effect of decision-making power on 
ownership of time- and labour-saving equipment was 
especially significant for water-related equipment, which is 
the type of equipment that was found to be most significant 
in reducing care workloads.
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The 2017 HCS data stresses the need to address unpaid care work in economic and 
development policy and practice. It emphasizes the potential of time- and labour-
saving equipment and public infrastructure and services to bring about positive 
change in care-work patterns. But the evidence also highlights that, to be effective, 
change in care work requires positive shifts in social norms that encourage male 
participation in unpaid care and domestic work. 
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7. RECOMMENDATIONS
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• The report recommends that governments and private 
sector actors take responsibility for gendered 
inequality in the household and in the economy 
through investments in care-related services and 
infrastructure, especially water access, and time- and 
labour-saving equipment to reduce long hours of care 
work and to address ‘occupational health and safety’ 
risks and ‘lost work time’ for women carers.

• The report recommends that government, private 
sector and development actors prioritize poor 
households’ access to affordable services and 
infrastructure related to water, to fulfil national and 
international commitments to reduce heavy workloads 
of unpaid care work, especially for women and girls.

• The report findings call for more research to 
investigate the impact of public services and 
infrastructure on women’s time use and wellbeing to 
inform more deliberate gender-transformative 
programmes and public policies. 

• The report recommends combining investments in 
infrastructure, service provision or time- and labour-
saving equipment with initiatives that address the 
social norms that might inhibit women and men from 
redistributing unpaid care work within the household. 
Further research is needed to understand what kinds 
of social norms interventions are most effective for 
promoting equal sharing of responsibility of care 
between men and women. 

• Programmes can highlight the fact that male 
participation in care work is widely accepted by 
individuals, and that men are more likely to engage in 
care work if their fathers engaged in care activities 
when they were children. The role of male ‘care 
champions’, in this context, is not only to lead by 
example, but to engage in dialogue to unveil 
perceptions and challenge social norms about care 
work in the community.

• The report recommends closer collaboration between 
initiatives that address gender-based violence and 
initiatives that promote positive change in gendered 
social norms and practices on unpaid care work. A 
concerted approach in addressing harmful social 
norms and practices could contribute to minimizing 
risks of gender-based violence related to the 
redistribution of unpaid care work within the 
household while promoting more sustainable, 
transformative approaches towards gender equality. 

The 2017 HCS shows that interventions that reduce women’s care workloads 
contribute to their wellbeing and reduce time poverty. Here we present some 
recommendations for government and private sector decision makers, development 
practitioners and researchers in the area, as well as other relevant stakeholders 
interested in the issue. 
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NOTES
1  For more, please see the UN Special Rapporteur’s report on 

extreme poverty and human rights (2013): http://api.ning.
com/files/M7-ZTbQuBuzk5RmRgodjDx3XtpmhVslIGVv48AiIQH-
26DkAAASbtQMxzrUoVQMhu*LmyhOMN0rZ6gLMUMQXCkk7fWb-
hqda6Z/UnpaidcarereportA.68.293_EN.pdf 

2  For brevity, findings are discussed as for ‘these countries’, 
when they should always be understood as the findings for 
the survey samples from districts in the three countries. 

3  In Parvez, A. Remme, J. A. Koissy-Kpein, S. and Rost, L. (2018) 
‘Exploring the need for gender-equitable fiscal policies for a 
human economy: evidence from Uganda and Zimbabwe’, 
forthcoming. 

4  Ibid., forthcoming.

5  The major partners for WE-Care have been Hewlett for 
research/advocacy and Unilever, along with smaller 
foundations (e.g. Garden Trust).

6  Unilever’s laundry brand SURF is working with Oxfam – 
combining our scale, expertise and resources to deliver a 
pioneering partnership and global programme. This will 
challenge limiting social norms and ensure that unpaid care 
work undertaken by women around the world is recognized 
and valued, and that difficult tasks, especially laundry, are 
reduced so that women and girls have the time to claim their 
rights and unlock their full potential.

7  In the 2014 HCS, the measurement of children’s time use was 
rather limited, as the survey only asked parents to estimate 
the time their children spent on care activities.

8  In the 2015 HCS, children’s time use was reported by their 
mothers. Low reported hours of children’s time use and 
discussions with the country teams led to the conclusion 
that mothers under-reported hours of children’s care work. In 
Uganda, where children of some of the households were 
interviewed separately, it was found that children reported 
significantly higher hours of care work than their mothers 
reported them doing (Rost, forthcoming). These discrepan-
cies between the reporting of a child and his/her mother 
indicated the need for a new methodology to capture 
children’s time use.

9  The approach we used is well explained in Cristina Bicchieri’s 
free online courses on measuring social norms. 
See: https://www.coursera.org/learn/norms and https://
www.coursera.org/learn/change

10     The children were on vacation during the period of the HCS in 
Uganda, so we cannot assess their time spent on schooling.

11    The aim of this report is to be accessible and to be written in 
non-technical language. This is why we keep explanations of 
the data analysis methodology to a minimum. To analyse the 
findings we used: (1) univariate analyses to describe a 
specific variable (e.g. mean, standard deviation, minimum, 
maximum); (2) bivariate analyses to test whether differences 
among women (girls) and men (boys) are statistically 
significant (i.e. comparison tests with unequal variance); (3) 
linear regression analysis to assess the relationship between 
a defined dependent variable Y (e.g. hours of care work) and 
independent variables X.

12     We did not conduct analysis for the relationship of child-
care-related equipment and young people’s time spent on 
childcare because of the low number of observations.

13     We did not carry out any analysis to look at the relationship of 
adult care equipment on young people’s time spent on adult 
care because of the low number of observations.

14    The 12 tasks are: meal preparation; drying/processing an 
agricultural product; caring for elderly, ill or disabled house-
hold members; planting/harvesting crops; caring for children; 
house construction/repair; cleaning the house or compound; 
carpentry/making furniture; fuel or water collection; selling 
products/trading; taking care of farm animals; washing 
clothes.

15    We computed two decision-making scores, as follows: (1) 
Decision-making score: for each area of decision making, we 
defined a binary variable which takes the value 1 if the 
woman is involved in decision making independently or 
jointly. The decision-making score represents the mean 
number of decision-making areas that women were involved 
in. (2) Decision-making and influencing score: for each area 
of decision making, 0 is assigned if a woman is not involved 
and cannot influence decisions, 1 is assigned if a woman is 
involved but cannot influence decisions, 2 is assigned if a 
woman is not involved but can influence decisions, and 3 is 
assigned if a woman is involved and can influence decisions. 
The decision-making and influencing score is the mean score 
of all areas of decision making combined.
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Philippines Uganda Zimbabwe 
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Number of households

Women 60 90 23 15 16 204 396 308 52 205 115 1076 93 111 54 56 94 408

% 50.00 50.00 43.40 51.72 51.61 49.39 56.25 58.44 60.47 54.52 55.02 56.57 60.39 55.50 51.43 53.85 53.11 55.14 

Men 60 90 30 14 15 209 308 219 34 171 94 826 61 89 51 48 83 332

% 50.00 50.00 56.60 48.28 48.39 50.61 43.75 41.56 39.53 45.48 44.98 43.43 39.61 44.50 48.57 46.15 46.89 44.86 

Total adults 120 180 53 29 31 413 704 527 86 376 209 1902 154 200 105 104 177 740

Girls 16 13 30 3 1 63 319 130 26 104 57 636 46 40 34 16 38 174

% 39.02 56.52 51.72 75.00 50.00 49.22 52.30 55.08 50.98 50.49 52.29 52.48 52.27 56.34 60.71 43.24 44.71 51.63 

Boys 25 10 28 1 1 65 291 106 25 102 52 576 42 31 22 21 47 163

% 60.98 43.48 48.28 25.00 50.00 50.78 47.70 44.92 49.02 49.51 47.71 47.52 47.73 43.66 39.29 56.76 55.29 48.37 

Total children 41 23 58 4 2 128 610 236 51 206 109 1212 88 71 56 37 85 337

Number of female only households

Total 60 90 23 15 16 204 396 308 52 205 115 1076 93 111 54 56 94 408

Number of family members

Mean 4.56667 5.41111 6.30435 6.6 6.25 5.41667 6.5303 4.60065 4.78846 5.57073 5.50435 5.6013 5.56522 4.52252 5.98148 4.89286 6.07447 5.36118

Standard 
Deviation

1.69112 2.37446 1.7693 2.74643 2.56905 2.26081 2.21881 2.17618 2.22584 2.1898 2.07903 2.32438 2.00167 1.68872 2.36716 1.98795 2.57047 2.20272

Min-Max 2 2 4 3 3 2 1 1 1 1 2 1 2 2 2 2 2 2

Max 9 15 10 12 12 15 15 12 10 13 12 15 14 11 12 10 13 14

Total 60 90 23 15 16 204 396 308 52 205 115 1076 92 111 54 56 94 407

Households with children aged under 6

No child 
age<=6

39 39 8 9 3 98 110 124 21 73 43 371 37 36 21 29 46 169

% 65.00 43.33 34.78 60.00 18.75 48.04 27.78 40.26 40.38 35.61 37.39 34.48 39.78 32.43 38.89 51.79 48.94 41.42 

Has at least 
one under 6 
child 

21 51 15 6 13 106 286 184 31 132 72 705 56 75 33 27 48 239

% 35.00 56.67 65.22 40.00 81.25 51.96 72.22 59.74 59.62 64.39 62.61 65.52 60.22 67.57 61.11 48.21 51.06 58.58 

Total 60 90 23 15 16 204 396 308 52 205 115 1076 93 111 54 56 94 408

Number of children aged under 14 per household

Mean 1.52 2.12 1.96 2.27 2.31 1.95 3.64 1.86 1.73 2.48 2.23 2.67 2.41 1.84 2.37 1.70 2.23 2.11

Standard 
Deviation

1.42 1.54 1.15 1.44 0.95 1.44 1.99 1.49 1.34 1.71 1.49 1.89 1.52 1.26 1.59 1.40 1.69 1.51

Min 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Max 6 6 4 5 4 6 11 7 5 8 5 11 8 5 7 6 7 8

Total 60 90 23 15 16 204 396 308 52 205 115 1076 93 111 54 56 94 408

Number of members aged 15-64 per household

Mean 2.85 3.14 4.30 4.07 3.69 3.30 2.71 2.66 2.87 2.81 2.92 2.75 2.81 2.63 3.11 2.48 3.44 2.90

Standard 
Deviation

1.25 1.63 1.92 2.22 2.09 1.71 1.65 1.41 1.57 1.54 1.55 1.55 1.40 1.05 1.48 1.41 1.60 1.41

Min 0 1 2 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

Max 6 8 8 8 8 8 10 9 7 7 8 10 10 7 7 7 8 10

Total 60 90 23 15 16 204 396 308 52 205 115 1076 93 111 54 56 94 408

Number of members aged +65 per household

Mean 0.20 0.13 0.04 0.27 0.25 0.16 0.17 0.07 0.19 0.26 0.36 0.18 0.31 0.05 0.50 0.71 0.40 0.34

Standard 
Deviation

0.51 0.45 0.21 0.59 0.45 0.46 0.43 0.29 0.49 0.55 0.68 0.47 0.59 0.26 0.77 1.22 0.68 0.73

Min 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Max 2 2 1 2 1 2 2 2 2 2 3 3 2 2 2 8 2 8

Total 60 90 23 15 16 204 396 308 52 205 115 1076 93 111 54 56 94 408

Demographic characteristics of survey respondents by community, 
in samples from three countries, 2017

DESCRIPTIVE STATISTICS TABLES
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Philippines Uganda Zimbabwe

Mean F Mean M T-value Mean F Mean M T-value Mean F Mean M T-value

Time use of adult women and men (hours)

Care as a primary activity 6.46  2.43  16.91***  4.43  0.69  37.00***  4.67  0.84  21.77***

Care as primary or secondary 
activity

8.02 3.12 17.2*** 5.81 0.98 37.92*** 5.82 1.21 21.49***

Any care responsibility 12 5.37 12.49*** 10.53 2.91 26.24*** 10.87 3.05 15.85***

Multi-tasking care 6.27 2.04 12.76*** 4.3 0.93 17.75*** 5.31 1.11 12.27***

Paid/productive work. 2.39  7.69 -15.84***  4.15  6.94 -14.68***  3.71  6.16  -8.14***

Total work (care and productive as 
a primary activity)

8.84  10.12  -3.98***  8.58  7.63  5.06***  8.38  7.00  4.54***

Non-work (leisure+sleep+personal 
care) 

14.23  13.27  3.05***  14.58  15.39  -4.82***  13.85  15.68  -6.31***

Hours on different care activities as primary activity 

Water collection 0.39 0.43 -0.47 0.36 0.05 13.53*** 0.45 0.1 8.73***

Fuel collection 0.06 0.29 -3.93*** 0.31 0.05 10.35*** 0.3 0.11 4.29***

Meal preparation 2.95 1.27 13.32*** 2.46 0.15 41.75*** 1.87 0.21 20.25***

Cleaning the house 0.77 0.1 10.58*** 0.48 0.09 15.51*** 0.94 0.13 12.07***

Washing and drying clothes 1.15 0.06 10.72*** 0.33 0.09 7.15*** 0.63 0.07 9.53***

Childcare 1.06 0.26 5.77*** 0.31 0.21 2.14** 0.41 0.13 5.23***

Adult care 0 0  . 0.01 0.01 0.61 0.01 0.02 -0.61

Community care 0.08 0.01 0.99 0.01 0.01 0.36 0.07 0.01 2.17**

Shopping household supplies 0.09 0.01 2.29** 0.15 0.03 8.41*** 0.1 0.08 0.7

No care as primary activity Women Men Total Women Men Total Women Men Total

Total 3 39 42.00 73 602 675 32 218 250

% 1.47 18.66 10.17 6.82 73.5 35.71 7.86 65.86 33.88

Time use of adult women and men, in samples from three countries, 2017
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Philippines Zimbabwe 

Community Mean Total Min Max Community Mean Total Min Max

Time to collect water for laundry (hours)

Cotabato 2.91667 48 0 30 Seke 9.15663 83 0 60

Eastern Samar 6.06329 79 0 40 Caledonia 5.58586 99 0 65

Leyte 17.8261 23 0 40 Bubi 32.5778 45 0 180

Maguindanao 2.27273 11 0 5 Gutu 10.0263 38 0 30

Sultan Kudarat 5.73333 15 0 30 Masvingo 16 45 0 90

Total 6.47727 176 0 40 Total 12.5161 310 0 180

Average time spent to collect water for laundry (time to collect *number of trips needed) for one load of laundry (hours)

Cotabato 20.16667 48 0 300 Seke 45.48193 83 0 480

Eastern Samar 27.78481 79 0 400 Caledonia 19.0303 99 0 195

Leyte 156.3043 23 0 400 Bubi 99.6 45 0 720

Maguindanao 15.45455 11 0 50 Gutu 34.55263 38 0 120

Sultan Kudarat 36.93333 15 0 300 Masvingo 51.35556 45 0 240

Total 42.51136 176 0 400 Total 44.40323 310 0 720

Average time spent to collect water for laundry per week (average time to collect water for laundry times number of laundry loads per week) (hours)

Cotabato 91.47917 48 0 1500 Seke 98.75904 83 0 960

Eastern Samar 81.68354 79 0 1200 Caledonia 82.16162 99 0 1260

Leyte 395.2174 23 0 1440 Bubi 260.4667 45 0 2880

Maguindanao 73.09091 11 0 210 Gutu 66.71053 38 0 360

Sultan Kudarat 105.3333 15 0 900 Masvingo 123.9778 45 0 720

Total 126.8068 176 0 1500 Total 116.6645 310 0 2880

Time use for water-related tasks for adult women and men in Philippines and Zimbabwe, in 
samples from TWO countries, 2017

Philippines Uganda Zimbabwe

Girls Boys T-Value Girls Boys T-Value l Girls Boys T-Value

Aged 8 to 12 (hours)

Care work 2.52 2.42 0.24 7.54 5.08 8.31*** 5.23 3.57 3.52***

Paid/productive work 0.22 0 2.47** 1.62 2.88 -5.26*** 0.4 1 -2.44**

Education 9.61 9.15 0.95 0.94 1.01 -0.36 4.34 4.4 -0.08

Leisure and sleep 11.17 11.46 -0.41 13.55 14.8 -4.22*** 13.86 14.24 -0.49

Total work hours 2.74 2.42 0.76 9.16 7.96 3.8*** 5.63 4.57 1.89*

Aged 13 to 17 (hours)

Care work 4.77 3.73 1.64 7.69 4.84 9.48*** 6.25 5.26 1.68*

Paid/productive work 0.09 0.59 -1.33 2.42 4.34 -6.98*** 0.96 1.48 -1.6

Education 9.09 8.64 0.44 1.12 1.12 0.01 4.36 4.38 -0.02

Leisure and sleep 8.77 9.23 -0.46 12.48 13.39 -3.63*** 12.22 11.96 0.36

Total work hours 4.86 4.32 0.73 10.11 9.18 3.05*** 7.21 6.74 0.69

Aged 18 to 21 (hours)

Care work 9.2 6.33 1.38 7.47 4.45 5.98*** 7.54 5.52 3.1***

Paid/productive work 1.6 3 -0.62 3.47 5.32 -4.07*** 2.51 3.39 -1.41

Education 1.8 3.67 -0.68 0.66 1.11 -1.34 2.68 1.67 1.25

Leisure and sleep 11.2 9.5 1.36 11.97 12.83 -2.17** 10.78 12.48 -2.4**

Total work hours 10.8 9.33 0.67 10.94 9.77 2.34** 10.05 8.91 1.43

Time use of girls and boys, in samples from three countries, 2017
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Philippines Uganda Zimbabwe 

% Total 
households

% Total 
households

% Total 
households

Water

More than 4 bottles or buckets 35 204 76 408

Items used for fetching water 11 204 48 408

Rainwater harvesting system/water reservoir 55 204 10 1071 33 408

Water tap on compound/homestead 31 204 15 1071 11 408

Shower 3 204 6 1066 4 408

Toilet 100 204 68 1069 75 408

5l jerrycan 78 1071

10l jerrycan 79 1071

20l jerrycan 79 1071

Transport for fetching water (e.g. bicycle. cart) 10 1071

Fuel

Axe 44 204 49 1071 77 408

Kerosene lamp/dry cell 56 204 27 1071 38 408

Kerosene lamp 20 204

Dry cell 32 1071

Solar lamp/electric lamp 9 1071 30 408

Solar lamp 41 204 23 1069

Electric lamp 87 204

Solar system/biogas system 2 204 5 1071

Generator 1 204 1071 8 408

Firewood or charcoal-efficient stove 34 204 60 1071 41 408

Gas stove 16 204 4 1071 24 40

Food preparation 

Flask for liquids/food 67 204 47 1071 16 408

Refrigerator 17 204 10 1071 14 408

Clean space 

Dustbin/compost pit 79 204.00 32 1071 91 408

Clothes

Suitcase 25 204 49 1071

Chest of drawers/wardrobe for clothes 54 204 11 1071 70 408

Flat iron/charcoal iron 34 204 38 1071 76 408

At least 3 basins 45 204 55 1071 56 408

Childcare

Mosquito net for children 84 57 92 382 78 82

Nappies 79 57 44 382 91 82

Adult care

Walking sticks/crutches/wheelchair 45 11.00 59 32 58 33

Paid services 

Cleaning the house or compound 4 204 11 1071 9 408

Transporting food 204 15 1071 5 408

Cooking, serving food 1 204 10 1071 4 408

Grinding 10 204 14 1071 17 408

Washing and drying clothes 6 204 18 1071 9 408

Ironing and mending clothes 2 204 6 408

Fetching water 7 204 16 1071 7 408

Fetching firewood 5 204 12 1071 10 408

Childcare (including daycare) 2 204 10 1071 8 408

Hair braiding/cutting children’s hair 41 204 36 1071 21 408

Care of dependent adults 1 204 4 1071 2 408

TLSE and paid services available in the households in the sample, 
in samples from three countries, 2017

Note: Not all data was recorded for all countries. The list of equipment and paid services was reviewed and adapted with country teams to better represent the context of each country
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Philippines Uganda Zimbabwe 

No. % No. % No. %

Use different sources of water for different activities 204 59 407 46

Use an improved water source 509 94.09 824  76.9 294  72

Government-provided 0 0 600 72.8 98 70.5

Improved water source for drinking 121 71 189 81

Improved water source for cooking 121 60 189 81

Improved water source for cleaning 121 50 189 60

Improved water source for bathing 121 47 189 57

Improved water source for laundry 121 46 189 50

Electricity 179 87.7 358 33.4 50 12.2

Government-provided 57 31.8 249 69.5 24 48

Family usually use health facilities when household members are ill 175 85.7 1021 95.3 391 96

Government-provided 171 97.7 829 81.1 287 73.4

Transport to the nearest health facility

Walking 58 33.1 269 68.8

Cycling 1 0.5

Motorbike (own) 30 17.1

Motorbike (paid service) 68 38.8

Car (own) 1 0.5 12 3

Car (paid service) 1 0.5 34 8.7

Public transport 10 5.7 67 17.1

Other 6 3.4 9 2.3

Total 175 100 391 100

Childcare facilities available near your house 32 15.6 151 14.1

Family usually use childcare facilities 29 90.6

Government-provided 3 100 84 55.6

Using daycare for at least one child 41 20.1 101 9.3 83 20.3

Infrastructure available to households in the sample and their source, 
in samples from three countries, 2017

NOTE: Not all the data was recorded for all countries, and the list of services was reviewed and adapted with country teams to better represent the context of each country. For the 
Philippines and Zimbabwe, the variable ‘improved water source’ takes the value 1 if the household uses an improved water source for at least one purpose. In Uganda, it takes the value 1 if 
respondents answered yes to the question on whether they used an improved water source.
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Philippines Uganda Zimbabwe

mean F mean M T-value mean F mean M T-value mean F mean M T-value

Value attributed to care tasks

 Meal preparation  3.04  4.91  -6.38***  3.88  6.62 -16.99***  4.38  7.19 -11.19***

Cleaning the house  4.07  6.09  -7.87***  5.61  7.07 -10.26***  5.22  7.56  -9.96***

Caring for children  4.51  6.65  -6.73***  4.04  4.99  -7.12***  4.18  5.15  -4.31***

Caring for adults  8.45  8.66  -0.76  8.01  7.48  4.07***  6.69  6.45  1.03

Fuel and water collection  5.29  5.11  0.58  6.93  7.90  -7.17***  6.46  6.95  -2.52**

Washing and drying clothes  3.39  7.40 -14.03***  7.15  8.38  -8.63***  6.69  9.21 -11.75***

Skills attributed to care tasks

 Meal preparation  5.02  6.55  -4.61***  6.50  7.22  -4.34***  7.06  8.50  -5.64***

Cleaning the house  6.99  7.91  -2.99***  8.12  8.26  -0.95  7.29  8.52  -5.17***

Caring for children  6.79  7.83  -3.49***  5.83  6.09  -1.78*  5.68  6.54  -3.90***

Caring for adults  7.82  7.92  -0.30  7.58  7.56  0.16  5.95  6.18  -1.05

Fuel and water collection  5.84  6.36  -1.58  8.81  8.78  0.25  7.84  8.24  -1.90*

Washing and drying clothes  5.60  8.29  -8.09***  8.59  8.87  -2.13**  8.36  9.74  -6.78***

Recognition of problematic nature of housework (the higher the number the more problematic)

Water collection  0.30  0.42  -2.39**  0.20  0.14  3.20***  0.25  0.18  2.33***

Fuel collection  0.16  0.24  -1.97**  0.17  0.09  5.12***  0.32  0.27  1.51

Meal preparation  0.01  0.05  -2.33**  0.09  0.20  -6.81***  0.03  0.05  -1.48

House cleaning  0.01  0.01  0.47  0.03  0.04  -1.28  0.05  0.03  1.42

Washing clothes  0.32  0.11  5.42**  0.17  0.16  0.65  0.04  0.05  -0.59

Caring for children  0.13  0.09  1.34  0.19  0.24  -2.91***  0.06  0.07  -0.30

Caring for adults  0.03  0.05  -0.91  0.05  0.04  0.73  0.13  0.15  -0.92

Caring for community  0.00  0.00  1.00  0.03  0.02  1.16  0.02  0.04  -0.91

Drying and ironing clothes  0.00  0.01  -1.42  0.00  0.01  -0.66

Ratio of care to paid work for value and skills

Ratio care/paid work value 0.6 1.09 -13.51*** 0.92 1.32 -17.07*** 0.81 1.34 -14.23***

Ratio care/paid work skills 1.08 1.46 -7.07*** 1.52 1.62 -3.84*** 1.32 1.72 -9.01***

NOTE: If the numbers or ratio for value and skills are larger, it means that care work is seen as less valued/skilled.

Values and skills attributed to 12 types of tasks 
(6 productive tasks and 6 care tasks), in samples from three countries, 2017

Philippines Uganda Zimbabwe

mean F mean M T-value mean F mean M T-value mean F mean M T-value

Woman as main contributor  0.11  0.59 -11.29***  0.39  0.23  7.55*** 0.26 0.25  0.1062

Philippines Uganda Zimbabwe

Women Men T-value Women Men T-value Women Men T-value

No one  0.00  0.01  -1.42  0.00  0.00  -0.71  0.02  0.02  0.61

Husband  0.92  0.91  0.28  0.55  0.57  -0.86  0.64  0.71  -2.13**

Girls  0.45  0.33  2.53***  0.67  0.62  2.23**  0.66  0.58  2.19**

Boys  0.28  0.22  1.39  0.45  0.43  0.73  0.39  0.41  -0.40

Other women  0.01  0.02  -0.35  0.18  0.18  0.07  0.10  0.13  -1.00

Other men  0.02  0.01  0.41  0.05  0.05  0.21  0.02  0.03  -0.90

Other  0.01  0.02  -0.79  0.02  0.01  1.51  0.01  0.01  0.22

Total female  0.45  0.33  2.43***  0.70  0.65  2.06**  0.69  0.62  1.93*

Recognition of women’s contribution to the household, in samples from three countries, 2017 

Perceptions of who should help with care work, in samples from three countries, 2017
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Philippines

How satisfied are you with this division of tasks? Women Men Total

No. % No. % No. %

Unsatisfied 6 2.9 1 0.5 7 1.7

Fairly satisfied 27 13.2 34 16.3 61 14.8

Satisfied 152 74.5 156 74.6 308 74.6

Very satisfied 19 9.3 18 8.6 37 9

Total 204 100 209 100 413 100

Uganda

How satisfied are you with this division of tasks? Women Men Total

No. % No. % No. %

Unsatisfied 89 10.5 17 2.3 106 6.6

Fairly satisfied 129 15.3 86 11.4 215 13.4

Satisfied 443 52.4 410 54.3 853 53.3

Very satisfied 184 21.8 242 32.1 426 26.6

Total 845 100 755 100 1.600.00 100

Zimbabwe

How satisfied are you with this division of tasks? Women Men Total

No. % No. % No. %

Unsatisfied 28 6.9 6 1.8 34 4.6

Fairly satisfied 64 15.7 33 10 97 13.1

Satisfied 188 46.2 162 48.9 350 47.4

Very satisfied 127 31.2 130 39.3 257 34.8

Total 407 100 331 100 738 100

Perceptions on satisfaction with the division of tasks, 
in samples from three countries, 2017
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Philippines Uganda Zimbabwe

Father performed 
the task

Taught to do the 
task as child

Father performed 
the task

Taught to do the 
task as child

Father performed 
the task

Taught to do the 
task as child

No. % No. % No. % No. % No. % No. %

Meal preparation

Never 4 1.9 3 1.4 413 50.4 228 27.8 134 40.4 60 18.1

Hardly ever 11 5.2 8 3.8 107 13 89 10.8 16 4.8 8 2.4

Sometimes 131 62.6 103 49.2 240 29.3 359 43.8 115 34.7 120 36.2

Frequently 63 30.1 95 45.4 59 7.2 143 17.4 66 19.9 143 43.2

Total 209 100 209 100 819 100 819 100 331 100 331 100

Cleaning

Never 4 1.9 3 1. 328 40 159 19.4 139 41.9 73 22

Hardly ever 15 7.1 2 0.9 114 13.9 71 8.6 24 7.2 20 6

Sometimes 149 71.2 118 56.4 260 31.7 376 45.9 101 30.5 104 31.4

Frequently 41 19.6 86 41.1 117 14.2 213 26 67 20.2 134 40.4

Total 209 100 209 100 819 100 819 100 331 100 331 100

Washing clothes 

Never 13 6.2 5 2.3 324 39.5 164 20 142 42.9 61 18.4

Hardly ever 32 15.3 7 3.3 120 14.6 77 9.4 20 6 16 4.8

Sometimes 137 65.5 135 64.5 293 35.7 377 46.0 93 28.1 107 32.3

Frequently 27 12.9 62 29.6 82 10 201 24.5 76 22.9 147 44.4

Total 209 100 209 100 819 100 819 100 331 100 331 100

Childcare

Never 9 4.3 7 3.3 190 23.2 146 17.8 89 26.8 54 16.3

Hardly ever 21 10 20 9.5 49 5.9 47 5.7 14 4.2 13 3.9

Sometimes 130 62.2 114 54.5 354 43.2 346 42.2 121 36.5 114 34.4

Frequently 49 23.4 68 32.5 226 27.5 280 34.1 107 32.3 150 45.3

Total 209 100 209 100 819 100 819 100 331 100 331 100

At least one care activity

146 69.8 170 81.3 202 24.6 410 50 132 39.8 208 62.8

Men’s childhood exposure to unpaid care and domestic work, 
in samples from three countries, 2017
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Approval of vignette that describes couple where man is engaged in paid work while woman does all the care work

Philippines Uganda Zimbabwe

Women % Men % Women % Men % Women % Men %

Strongly approve 13 6.3 10 4.7 150 14 133 16.2 49 12 35 10.5

Approve 93 45.5 104 49.7 530 49.4 415 50.6 216 53 176 53.1

Disapprove 69 33.8 87 41.6 299 27.9 213 26 129 31.7 111 33.5

Strongly disapprove 29 14.2 8 3.8 92 8.5 58 7 13 3.1 9 2.7

Total 204 100.0 209 100.0 1071 100.0 819 100.0 407 100.0 331 100.0

Approval of vignette that describes couple sharing care and paid work

Strongly approve 88 43.1 65 31.1 378 35.2 232 28.3 119 29.2 111 33.5

Approve 90 44.1 127 60.7 445 41.5 355 43.3 196 48.1 142 42.9

Disapprove 20 9.8 14 6.7 160 14.9 156 19 61 14.9 55 16.6

Strongly disapprove 6 2.9 3 1.4 88 8.2 76 9.2 31 7.6 23 6.9

Total 204 100.0 209 100.0 1071 100.0 819 100.0 407 100.0 331 100.0

Approval of vignette that describes couple where woman does most of the care and paid work

Strongly approve 4 1.9 4 1.9 138 12.8 104 12.7 22 5.4 9 2.7

Approve 22 10.7 28 13.4 622 58 475 58 112 27.5 116 35

Disapprove 91 44.6 109 52.1 251 23.4 200 24.4 180 44.2 151 45.6

Strongly disapprove 87 42.6 68 32.5 60 5.6 40 4.8 93 22.8 55 16.6

Total 204 100.0 209 100.0 1071 100.0 819 100.0 407 100.0 331 100.0

Perceptions on division of labour (divided distribution of work, shared distribution of work 
and unequal distribution of work) in samples from three countries, 2017
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Philippines Uganda Zimbabwe

No. % No. % No. %

Out of 5 men in your village we interviewed, how many do you think said that they spent at least an hour on caring for people and domestic work yesterday? (men only)

0 3 0.7 425 22.5 103 14

1 58 14 442 23.4 85 11.5

2 114 27.6 513 27.1 217 29.4

3 130 31.5 281 14.9 210 28.5

4 37 9 154 8.1 45 6.1

5 71 17.2 75 4 78 10.6

Total 413 100 1.890.00 100 738 100

Men report not doing any care (primary or any care) or at least one hour of care the day before the survey (men only)

No care 19 9.1 421 51 161 48.5

At least 1 hour of care 190 90.9 398 48.6 170 51.36

Total 209 100 819 100 331 100

Out of 5 men in your village we interviewed, how many do you think said that men should do caring for people and domestic work?  (men only)

0 2 0.5 411 21.7 113 15.3

1 44 10.7 373 19.7 75 10.2

2 99 24 584 30.9 211 28.6

3 151 36.6 303 16 202 27.4

4 46 11.1 102 5.4 46 6.2

5 71 17.2 117 6.2 91 12.3

Total 413 100 1.890.00 100 738 100

Out of 5 women in your village we interviewed, how many do you think said that men should do caring for people and domestic work?  (women only)

0 1 0.2 187 9.9 38 5.1

1 5 1.2 158 8.4 14 1.9

2 11 2.7 295 15.6 58 7.9

3 38 9.2 322 17 164 22.2

4 45 10.9 316 16.7 114 15.4

5 313 75.8 612 32.4 350 47.4

Total 413 100 1.890.00 100 738 100

Do you think men in your village should do caring for people and domestic work? (women only)

No 14 3.4 388 20.5 102 13.8

Yes 399 96.6 1.502.00 79.5 636 86.2

Total 413 100 1.890.00 100 738 100

Why should men not do caring for people and domestic work? 

Because it would not be the right thing to do 0 0 21 5.4 11 10.8

It’s a woman’s task/it’s not a man’s task 7 50 289 74.5 72 70.6

Men don’t know how to do it 1 7.14 25 6.4 4 3.9

The community would disapprove 0 0 18 4.6 9 8.8

Other 6 42.9 35 9 6 5.9

Total 14 100 388 100 102 100

If nobody were to know that your husband did caring for people and domestic work, would you want him to do it more? (women only)

No 75 36.8 287 34 166 40.8

Yes 129 63.2 558 66 241 59.2

Total 204 100 845 100 407 100

Perceptions of community expectations about unpaid care work for adult women and men, in 
samples from three countries, 2017
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Philippines Uganda Zimbabwe

Man will do 
care work

Woman will want
man to do care 
work

Man will do 
care work

Woman will want
man to do care 
work

Man will do 
care work

Woman will want
man to do care 
work

Women Men Women Men Women Men Women Men Women Men Women Men 

Vignette 1 (few men do care work and few people think men should do care work)

Not likely at all 0 1 30 14 15 4 2 0

% 0 1.7 12.2 6.9 6.1 1.9 2.2 0

Not likely 0 2 0 1 64 48 49 41 20 14 9 8

% 0 3.5 0 1.7 26.1 23.7 20 20.3 22.7 17.2 10.2 9.8

Likely 20 19 9 15 132 121 147 110 50 46 52 41

% 46.5 33.3 20.9 26.3 53.8 59.9 60 54.4 56.8 56.7 59 50.6

Very likely 23 35 34 41 19 19 34 47 16 21 27 32

% 53.4 61.4 79.0 71.9 7.7 9.4 13.8 23.2 18.1 25.9 30.6 39.5

Total 43 57 43 57 245 202 245 202 88 81 88 81

Vignette 2 (few men do care work, almost all think men should do care work)

Not likely at all 2 0 1 0 19 12 9 3 2 3 1 1

% 3.3 0 1.6 0 6.9 5.9 3.2 1.4 1.8 3.8 0.9 1.2

Not likely 2 1 1 0 71 56 39 37 21 14 11 5

% 3.3 2.2 1.6 0 25.9 27.5 14.2 18.2 19.2 17.9 10 6.4

Likely 14 12 6 5 164 111 175 111 57 44 52 40

% 23.3 26.6 10 11.1 59.8 54.6 63.8 54.6 52.2 56.4 47.7 51.2

Very likely 42 32 52 40 20 24 51 52 29 17 45 32

% 70 71. 86.6 88.8 7.3 11.8 18.6 25.6 26.6 21.7 41.2 41

Total 60 45 60 45 274 203 274 203 109 78 109 78

Vignette 3 (almost all men do care work, few people think men should do care work)

Not likely at all 13 11 4 12 4 2 1 1

% 5.2 4.8 1.61 5.24 3.8 2 0.9 1

Not likely 2 0 1 1 75 49 52 33 24 15 18 7

% 4.3 0 2.1 1.6 30.1 21.4 20.8 14.4 23.3 15.1 17.4 7

Likely 11 19 5 5 134 143 135 132 51 56 42 40

% 23.9 32.2 10.8 8.4 53.8 62.4 54.2 57.6 49.5 56.5 40.7 40

Very likely 33 40 40 53 27 26 58 52 24 26 42 51

% 71.7 67.8 86.9 89.8 10.8 11.3 23.2 22.7 23.3 26.2 40.7 51.5

Total 46 59 46 59 249 229 249 229 103 99 103 99

Vignette 4 (almost all men do care work, almost all think men should do care work)

Not likely at all 16 8 11 3 7 4 4 1

% 5.2 4.3 3.63 1.62 6.54 5.48 3.7 1.3

Not likely 1 0 59 34 47 23 18 10 5 7

% 1.8 0 19.4 18.3 15.51 12.43 16.82 13.7 4.6 9.5

Likely 15 17 9 5 160 101 140 90 57 40 54 32

% 27.2 35.4 16.3 10.4 52.8 54.5 46.2 48.65 53.27 54.79 50.4 43.8

Very likely 39 31 46 43 68 42 105 69 25 19 44 33

% 70.9 64.5 83.6 89.5 22.4 22.7 34.65 37.3 23.36 26.03 41.1 45.2

Total 55 48 55 48 303 185 303 185 107 73 107 73

Perceptions of community expectations about unpaid care work (vignette 2) for adult women 
and men, in samples from three countries, 2017
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Philippines Uganda Zimbabwe
Acceptance of 
beating 

Acceptance of 
criticism 

Acceptance of beating Acceptance of 
criticism

Acceptance of beating Acceptance of 
criticism
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If she spoiled/burnt/failed to cook a 
meal

0.00 0.00  . 0.01 0.02  -1.30 0.51 0.57  -2.69** 0.27 0.30  -1.34 0.03 0.03  -0.22 0.10 0.15  -2.24***

If she disobeyed her husband/uncle/
father/ brother

0.00 0.00  . 0.03 0.03  0.11 0.08 0.07  1.13 0.37 0.42  -2.45** 0.07 0.09  -1.20 0.18 0.26  -2.51***

If she spent money without asking 0.01 0.01  0.04 0.02 0.01  0.52 0.20 0.20  0.36 0.35 0.43  -3.45*** 0.08 0.10  -0.73 0.20 0.27  -2.28***

If she failed to care well for the 
children

0.02 0.00  1.74* 0.03 0.03  0.10 0.17 0.17  -0.32 0.40 0.43  -1.40 0.05 0.09  -2.31*** 0.16 0.23  -2.17***

If she left a dependent/ill adult 
unattended

0.01 0.00  1.00 0.05 0.01  2.21** 0.23 0.19  1.80* 0.31 0.34  -1.42 0.05 0.06  -0.68 0.17 0.19  -0.98

If she did not prepare her husband/
uncle/father/ brother’s bath

0.00 0.00  . 0.02 0.00  1.74* 0.15 0.14  0.65 0.24 0.28  -1.74 0.05 0.04  0.87 0.15 0.17  -0.88

If she failed to fetch water/firewood 
for her husband/uncle/father/ brother

0.00 0.00  . 0.02 0.00  1.74* 0.11 0.08  2.25** 0.24 0.27  -1.20 0.01 0.03  -2.12*** 0.07 0.10  -1.10

If she left the house without asking 0.01 0.01  0.04 0.03 0.02  1.10 0.09 0.07  1.36 0.40 0.47  -2.70*** 0.16 0.13  1.04 0.23 0.30  -2.21***

Perceived acceptability of violence against women related to perceived failures in care-
related tasks, in samples from three countries, 2017

Perceived acceptability of mocking men involved in care, in samples from three countries, 2017

Philippines Uganda Zimbabwe

Women Men Women Men Women Men

No. 10 26 249 203 112 94

% 5.4 13.2 25.7 27.1 28 28.8

Total 184 196 969 749 400 326

NOTE: The percentages show respondents’ views of acceptance of mocking for at least one care activity.

Philippines Uganda Zimbabwe

Mean Total Mean Total Mean Total

Child health 0.83 204 0.59 1071 0.81 407

Own health 0.91 204 0.80 1071 0.78 407

Daily purchase 0.86 204 0.84 1071 0.91 407

Large purchase 0.80 204 0.56 1071 0.69 407

Number of children 0.84 204 0.62 1071 0.72 407

Loan 0.80 204 0.50 1071 0.60 407

Travel 0.81 204 0.76 1071 0.82 407

Own time 0.97 204 0.91 1071 0.92 407

Domestic tasks 0.91 204 0.87 1071 0.88 407

Income-generating tasks 0.74 204 0.68 1071 0.73 407

Mean SD Min Max No. Mean SD Min Max No. Mean SD Min Max No.

No. of areas that women decide on 
alone or jointly mean

0.84 0.23 0 1 204 0.71 0.27 0 1 1071 0.78 0.24 0 1 407

Decision-making and influencing 
score mean

1.05 0.87 0 3.00 204 1.24 0.86 0 3 1076 1.39 1.02 0 3 408

Women’s decision-making power in the household, in samples from three countries, 2017
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Philippines Uganda Zimbabwe

No. % No. % No. %

In the last 12 months, have you suffered any injury, illness, disability or other physical or mental harm from your unpaid domestic work or caring for people?

No 46 22.5 701 65.4 249 61

Yes 156 76.4 351 32.7 155 37.9

Refuses to say 2 0.9 19 1. 3 0.7

Total 204 100 1071 100 408 100

What effect did this injury, illness or other harm have on you?

No long-term effect 90 57.6 147 41.8 72 46.4

A long-term effect that prevents me from working at all 12 7.6 13 3.7 14 9

A long-term effect so I can’t continue to perform the same work 9 5.7 52 14.8 22 14.1

A long-term effect but I can still do the same work as before 43 27.5 76 21.6 46 29.6

Refuses to say 2 1.2 15 4.2 1 0.6

Total 156 100 351 100 155 100

What harm did you experience as a result of your unpaid domestic work or caring for people?

Headaches 73 47 70 20 43 28

Backache 109 70 200 57 94 61

Burn 3 2 88 25 18 12

Respiratory 8 5 35 10 29 19

Stress 11 7 35 10 15 10

Fatigue 51 33 46 13 14 9

Digestive 8 5 7 2 3 2

Other 20 13 21 6 8 5

In the last 12 months, have you suffered any injury, illness, disability or other physical or mental harm from your collecting water or doing laundry?

No 54 26.4 325 79.6

Yes 150 73.5 78 19.1

Refuses to say 0 0 4 0.9

No Response 1 0.2

Total 204 100 408 100

What harm did you experience as a result of collecting water or doing laundry?

Headaches 43 29 17 22

Backache 124 83 54 69

Burn 0 0 10 13

Respiratory problems 16 11 12 15

Stress 22 15 5 6

Fatigue 51 34 8 10

Digestive problems 0 0 1 1

Other 7 5 0 0

Are you concerned that your unpaid domestic work or caring for people will cause you physical or mental harm in the future?

Not concerned at all 39 19.1 63 5.8 33 8

Not very concerned 17 8.33 73 6.7 26 6.3

Somewhat concerned 61 29.9 107 9.9 42 10.2

Very concerned 59 28.9 108 10 61 14.9

No response 28 13.7 725 67.3 246 60.2

Total 204 100 1076 100 408 100

Women’s reported harm, injuries or illnesses related to care work, in samples from three 
countries, 2017

Note: Not all data was recorded for all countries. Information on injury, illness, disability or other physical or mental harm from collecting water or doing laundry was collected for Philippines 
and Zimbabwe only.
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Philippines Uganda Zimbabwe

No. % No. % No. %

In the last 7 days, how often have you left a dependent adult alone, knowing that there was no one else looking after her or him? 

Never 74 36.27 750 70.03 262 64.22

At least once 6 2.94 66 6.16 10 2.45

At least once a day 1 0.49 9 0.84 2 0.49

Several times a day 1 0.49 9 0.84 1 0.25

Not applicable 122 59.8 237 22.13 133 32.6

Total 204 100 1071 100 408 100

In the last 7 days, how often have you left a child (under 6 years old) alone, knowing that there was no one else looking after her or him? 

Never 124 60.78 879 82.07 310 75.98

At least once 19 9.31 79 7.38 17 4.17

At least once a day 3 1.47 17 1.59 3 0.74

Several times a day 0 0 12 1.12 6 1.47

Not applicable 58 28.43 84 7.84 72 17.65

Total 204 100 1071 100 408 100

In the last 7 days, has any household member suffered from a water-related illness?

Never 176 86.27 356 87.25 240 89.55

At least once 18 8.82 16 3.92 24 8.96

At least once a day 2 0.98 4 0.98 2 0.75

Several times a day 0 0 0 0 0 0

Not applicable 8 3.92 32 7.84 2 0.75

Total 204 100 408 100 268 100

In the last 7 days, how often have children/dependent adults in your household injured themselves in an accident? (e.g. falling down, cuts, burns)

Never 76 93.83 681 83.15 233 86.94

At least once 5 6.17 112 13.68 28 10.45

At least once a day 0 0 11 1.34 2 0.75

Several times a day 0 0 7 0.85 3 1.12

Not applicable 8 0.98 2 0.75

Total 81 100 819 100 268 100

In the last 7 days, how often have children/dependent adults in your household broken or damaged anything?

Never 76 93.83 680 83.03 311 76.23

At least once 4 4.94 107 13.06 59 14.46

At least once a day 11 1.34 16 3.92

Several times a day 8 0.98 20 4.9

Not applicable 1 1.23 13 1.59 2 0.49

Total 81 100 819 100 408 100

In the last 7 days, how often have you not had enough time to cook food when you were supposed to? 

Never 133 65.2 676 63.12 311 76.23

At least once 59 28.92 243 22.69 59 14.46

At least once a day 7 3.43 47 4.39 16 3.92

Several times a day 2 0.98 88 8.22 20 4.9

Not applicable 3 1.47 17 1.59 2 0.49

Total 204 100 1071 100 408 100

In the last 7 days, how often have you not had enough time to wash family members’ clothes when you were supposed to?

Never 109 53.43 633 59.1 302 74.02

At least once 74 36.27 234 21.85 68 16.67

At least once a day 18 8.82 68 6.35 22 5.39

Several times a day 1 0.49 114 10.64 12 2.94

Not applicable 2 0.98 22 2.05 4 0.98

Total 204 100 1071 100 408 100

In the last 7 days, how often have you not had enough time to bathe a dependent household member when you were supposed to?

Never 129 63.24 312 76.47

At least once 35 17.16 37 9.07

At least once a day 1 0.49 9 2.21

Several times a day 0 0 4 0.98

Not applicable 39 19.12 46 11.27

Total 204 100 408 100

In the last 7 days, how often have you not had enough time for personal care and hygiene? 

Never 139 68.14 735 68.63 330 80.88

At least once 57 27.94 147 13.73 57 13.97

At least once a day 5 2.45 32 2.99 9 2.21

Several times a day 2 0.98 152 14.19 9 2.21

Not applicable 1 0.49 5 0.47 3 0.74

Total 204 100 1071 100 408 100

Women’s reported time constraints related to care work in samples from three countries, 2017

Note: Not all data was recorded for all countries. Information on lack of time to bathe a dependent household member was collected for Philippines and Zimbabwe only
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REGRESSION ANALYSIS TABLES

Philippines Uganda Zimbabwe

Variables Primary care Any care Primary care Any care Primary care Any care

Women Men Women Men Women Men Women Men Women Men Women Men

married -0.565 1.208** 0.245 1.596 0.539** -1.260*** 0.624 0.596 0.238 -1.111** 0.385 -2.634

(0.918) (0.581) (1.843) (1.274) (0.223) (0.324) (0.559) (0.604) (0.435) (0.520) (1.060) (3.448)

age_adult -0.042** 0.017 -0.089** 0.047 -0.023*** 0.002 -0.044*** -0.011 -0.029** -0.016*** -0.086*** -0.027

(0.020) (0.015) (0.044) (0.031) (0.006) (0.003) (0.017) (0.014) (0.013) (0.006) (0.030) (0.017)

education -0.133 0.009 0.482* 0.312 0.130 0.103* 0.373** 0.265 0.080 -0.085 -0.199 -0.399

(0.137) (0.099) (0.280) (0.261) (0.082) (0.053) (0.181) (0.199) (0.147) (0.092) (0.367) (0.253)

Prop_fem -0.335 0.372 -3.255 -0.897 -0.344 0.521* -1.931* -2.645** -0.905 -0.461 -2.933 -3.177**

(1.192) (0.730) (2.196) (1.776) (0.427) (0.301) (1.040) (1.327) (0.803) (0.396) (1.952) (1.451)

Hh_size -0.026 -0.029 -0.021 0.075 -0.041 -0.052** -0.217** -0.164 0.042 0.024 0.140 -0.066

(0.089) (0.060) (0.170) (0.141) (0.042) (0.026) (0.105) (0.111) (0.089) (0.036) (0.182) (0.144)

under_6 0.620 0.428 4.632*** 1.265 0.159 -0.024 4.614*** 1.936*** 0.221 -0.002 3.594*** 1.006

(0.478) (0.311) (0.942) (0.826) (0.195) (0.125) (0.453) (0.462) (0.341) (0.217) (0.827) (0.626)

hh_middle -0.376 -0.713 -0.495 -1.074 -0.247 -0.428*** -0.564 -1.054* -0.524 -0.214 -0.404 -0.560

(0.633) (0.471) (1.147) (1.015) (0.231) (0.156) (0.578) (0.612) (0.453) (0.210) (1.129) (0.746)

hh_richer -0.322 -0.633 -0.687 -0.631 0.242 -0.214 0.632 -0.889 -0.060 0.036 -0.883 -0.945*

(0.534) (0.396) (1.128) (1.198) (0.244) (0.180) (0.598) (0.551) (0.398) (0.220) (0.994) (0.562)

hh_richest -0.270 -0.628 -0.435 -1.663* 0.200 -0.184 -0.043 0.337 0.219 0.222 0.308 0.086

(0.638) (0.391) (1.383) (0.945) (0.282) (0.177) (0.666) (0.629) (0.504) (0.321) (1.105) (0.816)

district2 -0.418 0.910*** 0.798 2.769*** -0.738** 0.249 -3.204*** -2.160*** -0.367 0.735** 0.871 1.858**

(0.501) (0.348) (1.097) (0.982) (0.325) (0.216) (0.733) (0.820) (0.459) (0.304) (1.186) (0.854)

district 3 -0.612 -0.356 0.194 -0.832 -0.449 1.132* -3.438*** -1.906* -0.254 -0.006 -0.469 0.494

(0.920) (0.426) (1.386) (1.035) (0.475) (0.589) (1.009) (1.019) (0.574) (0.197) (1.321) (1.053)

district 4 0.053 1.132** -1.814 -0.103 -1.816*** 0.174 -4.453*** -2.360*** -1.743*** 0.224 -4.663*** -0.032

(0.760) (0.521) (1.317) (0.982) (0.247) (0.143) (0.653) (0.619) (0.474) (0.215) (1.096) (0.724)

district 5 0.842 0.576 -1.686 1.449 -0.988*** 0.007 -4.702*** -2.816*** 0.508 0.491* -1.076 0.641

(0.924) (0.587) (1.648) (1.480) (0.301) (0.172) (0.734) (0.661) (0.449) (0.265) (1.037) (0.643)

Constant 9.709*** 0.126 12.970*** -0.607 5.669*** 1.600*** 13.134*** 4.825*** 5.991*** 2.726*** 14.724*** 8.878***

(1.506) (0.954) (3.720) (2.578) (0.513) (0.368) (1.323) (1.009) (1.207) (0.675) (2.849) (3.298)

Observations 204 209 204 209 1.071 819 1.076 826 402 324 403 325

R-squared 0.097 0.106 0.301 0.127 0.097 0.121 0.210 0.078 0.103 0.076 0.212 0.083

Regression results for association between household characteristics and adult women 
and men care time

NOTES: Robust standard errors in parentheses; *** p<0.01. ** p<0.05. * p<0.10. The model includes the following control variables: age, education, the proportion of females in the 
household, the number of household members, whether the household has at least one child under six years old, the household wealth (quintiles for middle, richer and richest income 
households) and the district.
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Regression results for association between household characteristics and girls and boys 
time use
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Care work Paid work Education Non-work

Variables Girls Boys Girls Boys Girls Boys Girls Boys

Philippines

Primary care men -0.038 -0.126 -0.036 -0.001 -0.100 -0.396 0.248 0.406

(0.196) (0.146) (0.056) (0.104) (0.232) (0.262) (0.188) (0.248)

Primary care women -0.013 -0.137 0.027 -0.040 -0.019 0.316 -0.027 -0.108

(0.125) (0.084) (0.058) (0.096) (0.135) (0.229) (0.110) (0.196)

Constant -2.060 -1.368 -1.053 -3.133* 16.737*** 16.259*** 9.719*** 11.550***

(1.319) (1.134) (1.062) (1.702) (1.988) (2.502) (2.075) (1.952)

Observations 50 54 50 54 50 54 50 54

R-squared 0.707 0.518 0.375 0.322 0.605 0.337 0.542 0.343

Uganda

Primary care men 0.152 0.138 -0.054 -0.199* 0.243 0.278** -0.330*** -0.222**

(0.136) (0.094) (0.068) (0.102) (0.150) (0.135) (0.077) (0.100)

Primary care women 0.062 0.102* 0.035 0.030 0.059* 0.012 -0.140*** -0.099**

(0.045) (0.054) (0.037) (0.047) (0.033) (0.037) (0.043) (0.048)

Constant 9.152*** 6.116*** -0.420 0.637 0.183 0.042 14.642*** 16.920***

(0.667) (0.683) (0.501) (0.651) (0.380) (0.475) (0.658) (0.703)

Observations 622 568 622 568 622 568 622 568

R-squared 0.210 0.059 0.140 0.217 0.161 0.168 0.208 0.144

Zimbabwe

Primary care men 0.028 0.458*** 0.036 0.057 0.440 0.008 -0.411 -0.756***

(0.284) (0.168) (0.182) (0.111) (0.287) (0.262) (0.337) (0.186)

Primary care women -0.047 0.062 0.014 0.047 0.046 0.041 -0.039 -0.200*

(0.086) (0.093) (0.045) (0.058) (0.110) (0.100) (0.098) (0.114)

Constant 2.564** 1.876** -1.652*** -0.785 6.060*** 6.409*** 17.252*** 16.605***

(1.127) (0.942) (0.590) (0.771) (1.400) (1.225) (1.230) (1.557)

Observations 174 162 174 162 174 162 174 162

R-squared 0.120 0.213 0.145 0.217 0.195 0.307 0.288 0.204

NOTES: Robust standard errors in parentheses; *** p<0.01. ** p<0.05. * p<0.10. The model includes the following control variables: age, education, the proportion of females in the 
household, the number of household members, whether the household has at least one child under six years old, the household wealth (quintiles for middle, richer and richest income 
households) and the district.

Regression results for association between adults’ care time and girls’ and boys’ time use
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Philippines Uganda Zimbabwe

Women Men Women Men Women Men

Water collection hours

Water equip. -0.020 -0.041 -0.021 0.002 -0.028 0.045**

(0.056) (0.049) (0.016) (0.006) (0.033) (0.019)

Constant 0.941*** 0.183 1.030*** 0.243*** 0.667*** 0.374**

(0.340) (0.382) (0.130) (0.068) (0.249) (0.166)

Observations 204 209 1.071 819 402 324

R-squared 0.056 0.065 0.254 0.057 0.163 0.056

Fuel collection hours

Fuel equip. 0.007 -0.088** 0.011 -0.002 -0.004 0.047

(0.020) (0.040) (0.013) (0.013) (0.035) (0.029)

Constant 0.075 0.366 0.817*** 0.208*** 0.802*** 0.283*

(0.127) (0.368) (0.120) (0.076) (0.298) (0.158)

Observations 204 209 1.071 819 402 324

R-squared 0.046 0.122 0.245 0.028 0.066 0.036

Meal preparation hours

Meal equip. -0.423** -0.244* 0.053 0.013 0.133 0.001

(0.186) (0.135) (0.127) (0.053) (0.129) (0.055)

Constant 4.900*** -0.024 2.700*** 0.605*** 2.867*** 1.292***

(0.772) (0.542) (0.330) (0.184) (0.566) (0.423)

Observations 204 209 1.071 819 402 324

R-squared 0.142 0.115 0.045 0.106 0.089 0.152

Cleaning hours

Clean equip. -0.357** 0.071 -0.035 -0.005 0.164 0.104

(0.149) (0.056) (0.049) (0.040) (0.175) (0.126)

Constant 0.541 -0.008 0.452*** 0.261*** 0.809* 0.490

(0.504) (0.147) (0.128) (0.092) (0.421) (0.320)

Observations 204 209 1.071 819 402 324

R-squared 0.095 0.075 0.046 0.072 0.104 0.038

Clothes preparation hours

Clothes equip. -0.076 -0.004 -0.150** 0.035 0.003 -0.007

(0.122) (0.018) (0.066) (0.063) (0.087) (0.033)

Constant 1.168 0.087 0.134 0.229* 1.517*** -0.196

(0.722) (0.133) (0.136) (0.130) (0.430) (0.134)

Observations 204 209 1.071 819 402 324

R-squared 0.199 0.033 0.141 0.058 0.144 0.047

Childcare hours

Child equip. 0.171 0.561** 0.056 0.205** 0.052 -0.127

(0.488) (0.246) (0.093) (0.094) (0.234) (0.278)

Constant 4.720* -0.453 0.007 0.137 -0.864 0.438

(2.511) (1.213) (0.382) (0.254) (2.348) (0.599)

Observations 57 44 382 269 80 70

R-squared 0.397 0.447 0.065 0.062 0.316 0.095

Regression results for association between ownership of TLSE and time use per type of task 
(adults)

NOTES: Robust standard errors in parentheses; *** p<0.01. ** p<0.05. * p<0.10. The model includes the following control variables: age, education, the proportion of females in the 
household, the number of household members, whether the household has at least one child under six years old, the household wealth (quintiles for middle, richer and richest income 
households) and the district.



75INFRASTRUCTURE AND EQUIPMENT FOR UNPAID CARE WORK HOUSEHOLD SURVEY FINDINGS FROM THE PHILIPPINES, UGANDA AND ZIMBABWE

Philippines Uganda Zimbabwe

Variables Primary care Any care Primary care Any care Primary care Any care

Women Men Women Men Women Men Women Men Women Men Women Men

Water coll. -0.003 -0.256 -0.003 0.121 -0.032 -0.294 -0.032 -0.015 0.174 0.308 0.174 0.218**

(0.209) (0.396) (0.209) (0.162) (0.075) (0.201) (0.075) (0.058) (0.153) (0.390) (0.153) (0.109)

Fuel coll. -0.129 -0.076 -0.129 -0.119 0.172** -0.145 0.172** 0.013 0.040 0.452* 0.040 0.067

(0.209) (0.454) (0.209) (0.155) (0.077) (0.153) (0.077) (0.051) (0.130) (0.266) (0.130) (0.073)

Meal prep. -0.803** -0.180 -0.803** -0.157 -0.213 0.619 -0.213 -0.046 0.107 -0.281 0.107 -0.182

(0.367) (0.627) (0.367) (0.247) (0.196) (0.406) (0.196) (0.148) (0.271) (0.692) (0.271) (0.193)

Cleaning -0.117 -1.925* -0.117 -0.464 -0.124 1.588*** -0.124 0.155 0.217 0.400 0.217 0.349

(0.490) (1.042) (0.490) (0.340) (0.184) (0.514) (0.184) (0.159) (0.540) (0.949) (0.540) (0.306)

Clothes prep. 0.157 -0.515 0.157 0.008 -0.047 0.417 -0.047 0.065 -0.005 0.216 -0.005 0.149

(0.277) (0.529) (0.277) (0.219) (0.197) (0.352) (0.197) (0.161) (0.236) (0.446) (0.236) (0.179)

Washing 0.253 -0.007 0.253 -0.404 -0.072 -0.406 -0.072 0.048 0.093 -0.580 0.093 -0.224

(0.422) (0.865) (0.422) (0.412) (0.210) (0.510) (0.210) (0.123) (0.335) (0.581) (0.335) (0.229)

Constant 9.930*** -0.846 9.930*** 0.214 5.579*** 5.056*** 5.579*** 1.665*** 5.491*** 8.632*** 5.491*** 2.719***

(1.531) (2.526) (1.531) (0.996) (0.521) (1.039) (0.521) (0.379) (1.370) (3.292) (1.370) (0.667)

Observations 204 209 204 209 1.071 826 1.071 819 402 325 402 324

R-squared 0.128 0.172 0.128 0.132 0.103 0.096 0.103 0.122 0.109 0.106 0.109 0.121

Childcare equipment

Childcare 0.302 2.393* 0.302 0.155 -0.036 -0.966* -0.036 -0.022 0.477 -1.462 0.477 0.183

(1.111) (1.230) (1.111) (0.260) (0.275) (0.554) (0.275) (0.108) (0.959) (2.262) (0.959) (0.139)

Constant 6.884 0.607 6.884 0.089 5.670*** 10.299*** 5.670*** 1.669*** 1.103 0.308 1.103 2.632***

(4.112) (6.420) (4.112) (1.018) (1.264) (3.267) (1.264) (0.378) (5.923) (6.434) (5.923) (0.662)

Observations 57 44 57 209 382 273 382 819 80 70 80 324

R-squared 0.354 0.531 0.354 0.134 0.112 0.133 0.112 0.122 0.194 0.210 0.194 0.126

Regression results for association between ownership of TLSE and care work (adults)

NOTES: Robust standard errors in parentheses; *** p<0.01. ** p<0.05. * p<0.10. The model includes the following control variables: age, education, the proportion of females in the 
household, the number of household members, whether the household has at least one child under six years old, the household wealth (quintiles for middle, richer and richest income 
households) and the district. The model for childcare equipment has fewer observations because the questions were only asked if respondents said that they had infants living with them..
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Philippines Uganda Zimbabwe

Girls Boys Girls Boys Girls Boys

Water collection hours

Water equip. -0.251** -0.029 0.022 -0.020 -0.063 -0.044

(0.123) (0.093) (0.033) (0.037) (0.058) (0.056)

Constant 0.273 0.644* 2.083*** 1.629*** 0.500* 0.747***

(0.322) (0.337) (0.179) (0.201) (0.296) (0.248)

Observations 50 53 620 568 174 160

R-squared 0.413 0.284 0.234 0.043 0.076 0.097

Fuel collection hours

Fuel equip. -0.021 -0.115 -0.060* 0.028 -0.115** -0.048

(0.042) (0.171) (0.033) (0.035) (0.052) (0.058)

Constant 0.132 -0.699 2.105*** 1.156*** 0.656* 0.061

(0.208) (0.692) (0.185) (0.208) (0.342) (0.406)

Observations 50 53 620 568 174 160

R-squared 0.320 0.254 0.363 0.120 0.152 0.099

Meal preparation hours

Meal equip. -0.075 -0.016 -0.118 0.081 -0.115 0.001

(0.160) (0.115) (0.133) (0.116) (0.111) (0.118)

Constant 0.025 0.127 1.913*** 0.975*** -0.573 0.296

(0.381) (0.349) (0.278) (0.229) (0.351) (0.289)

Observations 50 53 620 568 174 160

R-squared 0.439 0.361 0.049 0.045 0.225 0.075

Cleaning hours

Clean equip. 0.128 -0.377 -0.016 0.112 0.061 0.377**

(0.279) (0.263) (0.072) (0.082) (0.237) (0.166)

Constant -0.619 -0.234 1.364*** 0.793*** 1.182*** 0.678**

(0.410) (0.331) (0.143) (0.163) (0.340) (0.304)

Observations 50 53 620 568 174 160

R-squared 0.560 0.374 0.060 0.082 0.090 0.064

Clothes preparation hours

Clothes equip. -0.087 -0.096 0.097 0.060 -0.117 -0.005

(0.211) (0.161) (0.096) (0.083) (0.118) (0.132)

Constant -0.010 -1.142** 0.398** 0.211 -0.114 -0.055

(0.356) (0.425) (0.176) (0.172) (0.312) (0.351)

Observations 50 53 620 568 174 160

R-squared 0.568 0.496 0.050 0.063 0.145 0.112

Regression results for association between ownership of TLSE and time use per type of task 
(young people)

NOTES: Robust standard errors in parentheses; *** p<0.01. ** p<0.05. * p<0.10. The model includes the following control variables: age, education, the proportion of females in the 
households, the number of household members, whether the household has at least one child under six years old, the household wealth (quintiles for middle, richer and richest income 
households) and the district.
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Philippines Uganda Zimbabwe

Variables Primary care Any care Primary care Any care Primary care Any care

Women Men Women Men Women Men Women Men Women Men Women Men

Paid services -0.087 -0.080 -0.317* -0.020 -0.011 0.019 0.014 0.026 0.009 -0.003 -0.012 -0.060

(0.086) (0.064) (0.175) (0.153) (0.019) (0.013) (0.037) (0.029) (0.033) (0.024) (0.075) (0.061)

Constant 9.896*** 0.191 13.654*** -0.591 5.644*** 1.671*** 13.168*** 4.920*** 6.008*** 2.724*** 14.701*** 8.827***

(1.512) (0.959) (3.713) (2.606) (0.513) (0.373) (1.328) (1.013) (1.215) (0.675) (2.859) (3.304)

Observations 204 209 204 209 1.071 819 1.076 826 402 324 403 325

R-squared 0.100 0.112 0.312 0.127 0.097 0.123 0.210 0.078 0.103 0.076 0.212 0.085

NOTES: Robust standard errors in parentheses; *** p<0.01. ** p<0.05. * p<0.10. The model includes the following control variables: age, education, the proportion of females in the 
households, the number of household members, whether the household has at least one child under six years old, the household wealth (quintiles for middle, richer and richest income 
households) and the district. ‘Paid services’ is the number of care-related services that respondents pay for.

Regression results for association between use of paid care services and care work (adults)
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Any care Primary care Paid Leisure Sleep Ratio any

Variables Women Men Women Men Women Men Women Men Women Men

Philippines

Water -0.793** -0.468 0.066 -0.111 0.003 0.313 -0.252* 0.326 0.118 -0.135 0.135***

(0.369) (0.419) (0.226) (0.209) (0.240) (0.448) (0.144) (0.258) (0.116) (0.263) (0.051)

Electricity -1.937** 0.200 -1.095* 0.336 0.370 -1.091 0.882** 0.086 -0.467 0.015 0.441***

(0.946) (1.279) (0.581) (0.484) (0.624) (1.108) (0.414) (0.566) (0.319) (0.554) (0.160)

Healthcare 1.915* -1.941* 0.789* -0.942** 0.806 0.738 0.020 -0.396 -0.421 0.372 -0.205

(0.986) (1.033) (0.468) (0.418) (0.524) (0.657) (0.433) (0.399) (0.304) (0.386) (0.167)

Childcare -1.752 0.615 -0.444 -0.993** -0.199 1.363 -0.520 -0.267 0.896*** 0.106 0.408

(1.191) (1.329) (0.600) (0.462) (0.467) (0.986) (0.392) (0.502) (0.268) (0.574) (0.258)

Constant 14.213*** -0.015 9.540*** 0.408 -1.123 10.870*** 1.269 2.297 10.684*** 7.553*** 0.209

(3.716) (3.516) (1.583) (1.635) (1.459) (3.144) (1.339) (1.661) (0.913) (1.721) (0.589)

Observations 204 167 204 167 204 167 204 167 204 167 203

R-squared 0.339 0.180 0.120 0.184 0.163 0.229 0.193 0.087 0.213 0.215 0.105

Uganda

Water -2.136*** -1.845*** -0.408** -0.008 0.480* 0.957** 0.616*** 0.638*** -0.113 -0.233 -0.055*

(0.509) (0.621) (0.195) (0.145) (0.269) (0.384) (0.155) (0.237) (0.144) (0.206) (0.028)

Electricity 0.769 0.744 0.277 0.388 -0.401 -1.002 0.425 -0.382 -0.559*** -0.169 0.017

(0.702) (0.831) (0.353) (0.295) (0.503) (0.646) (0.289) (0.383) (0.199) (0.294) (0.039)

Healthcare 2.040** 1.740* -0.232 0.229 -0.561 -1.542** -0.272 -0.496 0.615* 0.617 -0.058

(0.856) (0.973) (0.345) (0.163) (0.605) (0.690) (0.350) (0.654) (0.351) (0.435) (0.102)

Childcare 0.696 -0.880 0.413 0.102 0.188 0.354 0.131 0.443 -0.030 -0.127 -0.013

(0.671) (0.658) (0.273) (0.280) (0.407) (0.579) (0.248) (0.342) (0.186) (0.248) (0.031)

Constant 12.625*** 7.312** 6.174*** 0.156 4.666*** 4.114*** 0.468 -0.408 9.762*** 11.000*** 0.137

(1.593) (3.263) (0.605) (0.292) (0.979) (1.453) (0.536) (0.818) (0.493) (2.811) (0.111)

Observations 1.076 688 1.071 682 1.071 682 1.071 682 1.071 682 1.035

R-squared 0.229 0.113 0.104 0.066 0.071 0.088 0.206 0.054 0.153 0.186 0.067

Zimbabwe

Water -4.242*** -1.247* -0.399 0.033 -0.468 -1.024* 0.409** 0.351 0.037 0.275 -0.004

(0.850) (0.692) (0.343) (0.219) (0.393) (0.568) (0.168) (0.316) (0.251) (0.358) -0.06

Electricity 1.919* 1.253 0.991* 0.044 -0.479 1.336 0.011 -0.377 0.022 -0.659 -0.002

(1.130) (1.136) (0.547) (0.310) (0.493) (0.839) (0.251) (0.389) (0.302) (0.448) -0.061

Healthcare 1.832 -2.161 0.681 0.051 -1.933* -1.197 0.306 1.360*** 1.046** 0.809 0.119*

(2.261) (2.008) (0.781) (0.463) (1.095) (1.497) (0.325) (0.443) (0.434) (0.541) -0.063

Childcare 1.065 0.566 0.378 0.249 -0.277 -1.170 -0.007 0.160 -0.462 -0.786* 0.026

(0.998) (0.869) (0.452) (0.289) (0.508) (0.724) (0.206) (0.387) (0.296) (0.451) -0.044

Constant 16.767*** 9.629*** 6.008*** 2.124*** 2.951* 7.089*** 0.924 1.246 7.784*** 6.408*** 0.001

(3.577) (3.134) (1.431) (0.745) (1.555) (2.319) (0.639) (1.006) (0.876) (1.182) -0.211

Observations 403 292 402 291 402 291 402 291 402 291 390

R-squared 0.282 0.124 0.119 0.073 0.173 0.091 0.075 0.048 0.104 0.080 0.065

NOTES: Robust standard errors in parentheses; *** p<0.01. ** p<0.05. * p<0.10. The model includes the following control variables: age, education, the proportion of females in the 
household, the number of household members, whether the household has at least one child under six years old, the household wealth (quintiles for middle, richer and richest income 
households) and the district.

Regression results for association between access to infrastructure and time use (adults)
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Variables Care Leisure Paid Study School Sleep

Girls Boys Girls Boys Girls Boys Girls Boys Girls Boys Girls Boys

Philippines

Water 0.677 -0.090 -0.679 0.073 -0.319 0.497 0.000 -0.529* 0.171 0.054 0.022 0.417

(0.708) (0.604) (0.822) (0.468) (0.467) (0.586) (0.196) (0.286) (1.127) (0.865) (0.593) (0.430)

Electricity 1.558 1.724** -0.393 0.155 0.455 0.354 0.641** -0.886 -1.498 -1.160 -0.045 1.392

(0.932) (0.672) (1.010) (0.987) (0.623) (0.701) (0.269) (0.640) (1.441) (1.346) (1.105) (1.030)

Healthcare 3.789*** -1.757* -0.248 -0.359 -0.672 1.237 0.841* -1.776*** -3.681 -5.330*** 0.069 8.173***

(1.076) (0.926) (1.722) (0.723) (1.519) (1.210) (0.401) (0.525) (2.853) (1.840) (2.979) (1.046)

Childcare 1.656 -1.852 0.985 1.092 0.519 -1.090 -0.274 0.837 -1.432 3.635* -1.460 -3.798***

(1.167) (1.375) (2.621) (1.160) (0.976) (1.089) (0.308) (0.660) (2.846) (1.775) (1.739) (1.291)

Constant -10.449*** -1.791 6.154* 3.002 0.718 -5.895 2.191** 8.369*** 18.182*** 23.969*** 6.028 -3.672

(3.458) (3.615) (3.152) (3.915) (1.972) (5.922) (0.911) (2.239) (6.011) (6.792) (3.774) (4.102)

Observations 33 38 33 38 33 38 33 37 33 37 33 37

R-squared 0.828 0.617 0.416 0.230 0.529 0.226 0.767 0.477 0.717 0.515 0.711 0.669

Uganda

Water 0.279 -0.419 0.447** 0.422* -0.022 -0.020 -0.171 0.148* -0.154 0.349 0.120 0.183

(0.319) (0.359) (0.216) (0.250) (0.087) (0.149) (0.110) (0.086) (0.234) (0.237) (0.193) (0.196)

Electricity -0.449 -1.045** 0.577 -0.062 -0.033 0.597 -0.108 0.467* 0.210 0.319 0.023 -0.205

(0.627) (0.445) (0.491) (0.471) (0.102) (0.379) (0.179) (0.257) (0.388) (0.410) (0.401) (0.299)

Healthcare -1.052* -2.317*** 0.036 0.786 0.154 -0.267 0.256 0.053 0.173 0.205 0.272 0.452

(0.551) (0.834) (0.402) (0.481) (0.099) (0.396) (0.158) (0.192) (0.219) (0.178) (0.327) (0.484)

Childcare -0.523 -0.323 -0.080 0.309 -0.074 -0.149 -0.002 -0.157 0.506 0.336 0.486 0.349

(0.430) (0.476) (0.306) (0.416) (0.089) (0.213) (0.149) (0.179) (0.421) (0.396) (0.347) (0.294)

Constant 9.877*** 8.741*** 3.051*** 3.811*** -0.596* -1.304** -0.007 -0.182 0.146 -0.059 11.241*** 11.505***

(0.995) (1.180) (0.665) (0.775) (0.333) (0.591) (0.246) (0.326) (0.562) (0.523) (0.621) (0.649)

Observations 578 524 578 524 578 524 576 524 576 524 576 524

R-squared 0.209 0.074 0.256 0.134 0.042 0.128 0.211 0.226 0.077 0.120 0.079 0.116

Zimbabwe

Water 0.583 -0.739 1.538*** 2.390*** -0.012 -0.546* 0.424** -0.124 -1.851** -1.268** -0.048 0.178

(0.591) (0.602) (0.437) (0.478) (0.135) (0.307) (0.203) (0.262) (0.710) (0.634) (0.316) (0.319)

Electricity -0.887 -1.208 1.219* 1.247 0.140 -0.063 -0.398 1.086* -0.137 0.786 0.126 -0.495

(0.616) (0.781) (0.709) (0.904) (0.268) (0.333) (0.369) (0.613) (0.981) (1.054) (0.452) (0.613)

Healthcare -0.616 -1.217 -0.388 1.414 0.296 -1.661* -0.321 0.043 1.314 0.280 -0.543 2.435***

(1.112) (1.079) (1.015) (1.404) (0.207) (0.921) (0.983) (0.451) (1.084) (1.183) (0.699) (0.817)

Childcare -0.287 0.593 -0.411 -0.231 0.032 -0.046 0.443* 0.362 0.221 -0.201 0.263 -0.532

(0.791) (0.548) (0.614) (0.572) (0.171) (0.312) (0.267) (0.265) (0.896) (0.637) (0.458) (0.419)

Constant 4.087*** 5.505*** 3.353* -0.523 1.154 2.001* 1.736*** 3.996* 4.979*** 10.943*** 8.155*** 4.087***

(1.562) (1.638) (1.784) (0.385) (0.973) (1.177) (0.662) (2.171) (1.574) (1.248) (0.938) (1.562)

Observations 142 146 142 146 142 146 140 146 140 146 140 142

R-squared 0.220 0.358 0.274 0.080 0.152 0.246 0.183 0.214 0.357 0.111 0.131 0.220

NOTES: Robust standard errors in parentheses; *** p<0.01. ** p<0.05. * p<0.10. The model includes the following control variables: age, education, the proportion of females in the 
households, the number of household members, whether the household has at least one child under six years old, the household wealth (quintiles for middle, richer and richest income 
households) and the district.

Regression results for association between access to infrastructure and time use (young 
people)
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Philippines Uganda Zimbabwe

Variables Primary care Any care Primary care Any care Primary care Any care

Women Men Women Men Women Men Women Men Women Men Women Men

Road time -0.266 0.110 -0.648** -0.053 -0.199*** -0.034 0.195 -0.062 -0.266 0.110 -0.648** -0.053

(0.175) (0.114) (0.280) (0.256) (0.071) (0.047) (0.148) (0.120) (0.175) (0.114) (0.280) (0.256)

Market time 0.294 -0.012 0.880** -0.605* 0.154** 0.037 0.212 -0.206 0.294 -0.012 0.880** -0.605*

(0.193) (0.139) (0.364) (0.349) (0.077) (0.042) (0.178) (0.154) (0.193) (0.139) (0.364) (0.349)

Constant 10.090*** -1.266 12.627*** -2.402 5.740*** 0.283 13.299*** 8.054** 10.090*** -1.266 12.627*** -2.402

(1.595) (1.194) (3.758) (2.920) (0.536) (0.315) (1.394) (3.253) (1.595) (1.194) (3.758) (2.920)

Observations 186 155 186 155 1.014 645 1.014 651 186 155 186 155

R-squared 0.143 0.127 0.351 0.156 0.111 0.074 0.219 0.098 0.143 0.127 0.351 0.156

NOTES: Robust standard errors in parentheses; *** p<0.01. ** p<0.05. * p<0.10. The model includes the following control variables: age, education, the proportion of females in the 
household, the number of household members, whether the household has at least one child under six years old, the household wealth (quintiles for middle, richer and richest income 
households) and the district. The log of ‘market time’ (number of minutes it takes to walk to the nearest market) and ‘road time’ (number of minutes it takes to walk to the nearest all-season 
road) was used. 

Regression results for association between access to markets and roads and care work 
(adults)

Philippines Uganda Zimbabwe

Variables Ratio prim. care Ratio any care Ratio prim. care Ratio any care Ratio prim. care Ratio any care

Ratio value meal -0.050** -0.027 0.001 -0.013** -0.015 -0.009

(0.020) (0.040) (0.005) (0.006) (0.010) (0.011)

Ratio value cleaning -0.035* -0.024 -0.005 0.003 -0.025** -0.014

(0.021) (0.041) (0.006) (0.010) (0.012) (0.010)

Ratio value childcare -0.002 0.012 0.009 -0.019** -0.018 0.014

(0.012) (0.031) (0.011) (0.008) (0.024) (0.025)

Ratio value adult care -0.085** -0.072 0.005 0.030 0.028 0.009

(0.037) (0.056) (0.016) (0.021) (0.027) (0.021)

Ratio value fuel/water coll. -0.025 0.001 -0.010 -0.012 -0.023* -0.025*

(0.024) (0.038) (0.012) (0.010) (0.013) (0.014)

Ratio value washing -0.019 -0.014 0.008 0.014 -0.038** -0.028*

(0.020) (0.030) (0.014) (0.011) (0.019) (0.016)

Ratio skills meal 0.027* 0.002 0.003 0.007 0.025 0.022

(0.015) (0.036) (0.007) (0.007) (0.037) (0.034)

Ratio skills cleaning 0.008 0.087 0.001 0.006 -0.008 -0.015

(0.021) (0.079) (0.007) (0.012) (0.019) (0.015)

Ratio skills childcare -0.007 0.035 -0.013 0.004 0.032* 0.011

(0.027) (0.106) (0.008) (0.010) (0.018) (0.018)

Ratio skills adult care -0.012 -0.071*** 0.015 0.007 -0.054** -0.033**

(0.038) (0.020) (0.020) (0.014) (0.026) (0.017)

Ratio skill fuel/water coll. -0.047** -0.079** -0.017 -0.021 -0.013 -0.014

(0.020) (0.032) (0.012) (0.015) (0.012) (0.014)

Ratio skills washing -0.011 -0.052* 0.014 -0.014 -0.004 -0.015

(0.016) (0.027) (0.029) (0.022) (0.012) (0.010)

Constant 0.390 1.204* 0.427 0.175 0.254 0.358*

(0.357) (0.647) (0.299) (0.147) (0.200) (0.198)

Observations 165 166 641 658 268 279

R-squared 0.169 0.146 0.070 0.066 0.093 0.091

NOTES: Robust standard errors in parentheses; *** p<0.01. ** p<0.05. * p<0.10. The model includes the following control variables: age, education, the proportion of females in the 
household, the number of household members, whether the household has at least one child under six years old, the household wealth (quintiles for middle, richer and richest income 
households) and the district. The ratios represent the value/skills scores for men divided by the scores for women. This means that if the ratio is larger, men value care less than women do..

Regression results for association between perceptions of value and skills needed to 
perform care tasks and care time



81INFRASTRUCTURE AND EQUIPMENT FOR UNPAID CARE WORK HOUSEHOLD SURVEY FINDINGS FROM THE PHILIPPINES, UGANDA AND ZIMBABWE

NOTES: Robust standard errors in parentheses; *** p<0.01. ** p<0.05. * p<0.10. The model includes the following control variables: age, education, the proportion of females in the 
household, the number of household members, whether the household has at least one child under six years old, the household wealth (quintiles for middle, richer and richest income 
households) and the district. ‘Ratio care value/skill’ represents the value/skills scores for care divided by the scores for paid work. This means that if the ratio is larger, respondents value 
care work less than paid work.

Regression results for association between ratio of value and skills needed to perform 
care tasks against productive tasks and care time

Philippines Uganda Zimbabwe

Variables Primary care Any care Primary care Any care Primary care Any care

Women Men Women Men Women Men Women Men Women Men Women Men

Ratio care value -2.170** -0.273 -1.133 0.794 -0.540*** 0.076 -0.673* -0.981*** -1.619*** -0.385** -2.003** -1.407**

(1.008) (0.314) (2.373) (0.944) (0.189) (0.129) (0.408) (0.328) (0.398) (0.163) (0.977) (0.558)

Ratio care skills 0.183 -0.595** 0.599 -1.478** 0.217 0.075 -1.764*** 0.171 0.097 -0.042 -0.246 -0.482

(0.430) (0.301) (0.852) (0.676) (0.147) (0.092) (0.331) (0.377) (0.273) (0.146) (0.624) (0.489)

Constant 10.938*** 1.137 13.364*** 0.717 5.869*** 1.361*** 17.286*** 5.891*** 7.302*** 3.407*** 17.565*** 11.951***

(1.551) (1.042) (3.953) (2.602) (0.596) (0.443) (1.441) (1.239) (1.293) (0.779) (3.189) (3.465)

Observations 204 209 204 209 1.071 819 1.071 819 402 324 402 324

R-squared 0.116 0.136 0.305 0.147 0.105 0.122 0.234 0.087 0.135 0.095 0.223 0.112
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Regression results for association between ownership of TLSE and perceptions of value of 
and skills needed to perform care tasks against productive tasks

Philippines Uganda Zimbabwe

No. of fuel-related equipment

Fuel collection problematic -0.231 -0.302 0.345

(0.311) (0.229) (0.243)

Ratio fuel collection value 0.028 -0.024 0.002

(0.035) (0.035) (0.053)

Ratio fuel collection skills 0.077 0.020 -0.024

(0.048) (0.058) (0.059)

Constant 1.655*** -0.200 4.790***

(0.622) (0.723) (0.505)

Observations 167 677 287

R-squared 0.136 0.386 0.304

No. of cleaning-related equipment
Cleaning problematic 0.240 0.112

(0.219) (0.143)

Ratio cleaning value -0.027 -0.009 -0.005

(0.019) (0.008) (0.007)

Ratio cleaning skills 0.003 0.010 0.010**

(0.016) (0.012) (0.004)

Constant 0.534* 0.208 0.742***

(0.292) (0.176) (0.091)

Observations 167 677 287

R-squared 0.190 0.201 0.144

No. of washing-related equipment
Washing problematic 0.142 0.091

(0.302) (0.117)

Ratio washing value -0.008 -0.001 -0.019

(0.027) (0.012) (0.021)

Ratio washing skills -0.029 0.021 -0.000

(0.022) (0.022) (0.031)

Constant 0.166 -0.397*** 1.803***

(0.486) (0.134) (0.281)

Observations 167 677 287

R-squared 0.111 0.616 0.304

No. of meal preparation related equipment
Meal preparation problematic 0.000

(0.054)

Ratio meal preparation value 0.004 -0.001 0.004

(0.022) (0.004) (0.010)

Ratio meal preparation skills 0.018 -0.009 -0.018*

(0.019) (0.006) (0.009)

Constant 0.483 0.053 1.643***

(0.403) (0.151) (0.180)

Observations 167 677 287

R-squared 0.134 0.643 0.206

No. of water-related equipment
Water collection problematic -0.130 0.018 0.114

(0.204) (0.235) (0.272)

Ratio water collection value 0.037 -0.018 -0.047

(0.070) (0.032) (0.044)

Ratio water collection skills -0.028 -0.008 0.059

(0.040) (0.062) (0.048)

Constant 1.331** 2.179*** 2.855***

(0.599) (0.401) (0.440)

Observations 167 677 287

R-squared 0.131 0.529 0.232

No. of childcare-related equipment
Childcare problematic 0.663 -0.110

(0.513) (0.081)

Ratio childcare value -0.015 -0.014 0.043

(0.075) (0.016) (0.042)

Ratio childcare skills 0.024 -0.010 0.004

(0.065) (0.020) (0.042)

Constant 1.485 1.745*** 2.203***

(0.982) (0.218) (0.571)

Observations 44 269 68
R-squared 0.417 0.353 0.182

NOTES: Robust standard errors in parentheses; *** p<0.01. ** p<0.05. * p<0.10. The model includes the following control variables: age, education, the proportion of females in the 
household, the number of household members, whether the household has at least one child under six years old, the household wealth (quintiles for middle, richer and richest income 
households) and the district. The variables ‘xx problematic’ take the value 1 if both woman and man in a household selected xx as one of the most problematic care activities; the ratios 
represent the value/skills scores for men divided by the scores for women. This means that if the ratio is larger, men value care less than women do.
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Variables Care work Paid work Education Education

Girls Boys Girls Boys Girls Boys Girls Boys

Philippines

Ratio value care men -1.350* -0.905 0.490* -0.247 1.762 -0.416 -1.019 1.053

(0.793) (0.792) (0.288) (0.716) (1.137) (1.696) (0.884) (1.077)

Ratio value care women -0.945 -2.561 0.400 -0.933 3.670* 0.562 -3.824 -4.736

(2.804) (2.027) (1.088) (1.151) (2.036) (4.005) (2.658) (3.746)

Ratio skill care men 1.080 0.771 -0.196 0.061 -2.105* 0.557 1.438* -0.718

(0.806) (0.667) (0.237) (0.553) (1.144) (1.100) (0.787) (0.977)

Ratio skill care women -0.553 1.124 1.441 -0.836 -1.413 -0.229 1.132 0.481

(1.012) (1.259) (0.883) (0.708) (1.364) (1.477) (0.982) (1.537)

Constant -1.784 -1.588 -1.201 -3.266* 15.822*** 14.708*** 10.632*** 13.379***

(1.071) (1.019) (0.934) (1.763) (1.408) (2.589) (1.659) (2.044)

Observations 50 54 50 54 50 54 50 54

R-squared 0.735 0.544 0.542 0.348 0.692 0.268 0.603 0.356

Uganda

Ratio value care men 0.019 0.162 0.234 -0.451** -0.112 -0.091 -0.102 0.207

(0.241) (0.282) (0.201) (0.225) (0.148) (0.200) (0.218) (0.244)

Ratio value care women -0.791*** 0.127 0.672** 0.172 0.062 -0.054 0.219 -0.579*

(0.303) (0.386) (0.284) (0.351) (0.186) (0.260) (0.277) (0.320)

Ratio skill care men 0.353 -0.302 -0.349** 0.307 0.097 0.245 0.005 -0.286

(0.217) (0.238) (0.172) (0.203) (0.134) (0.182) (0.190) (0.212)

Ratio skill care women 0.204 -0.614** -0.178 0.136 -0.268 -0.018 0.163 0.689***

(0.231) (0.260) (0.178) (0.216) (0.175) (0.139) (0.229) (0.232)

Constant 8.954*** 6.901*** -0.205 0.569 0.497 0.027 14.157*** 16.549***

(0.722) (0.700) (0.511) (0.707) (0.421) (0.546) (0.709) (0.740)

Observations 622 568 622 568 622 568 622 568

R-squared 0.219 0.064 0.154 0.217 0.141 0.155 0.175 0.149

Zimbabwe

Ratio value care men 0.290 0.012 -0.199 -0.258 0.221 -0.854* -0.479 0.913

(0.497) (0.442) (0.236) (0.283) (0.696) (0.461) (0.637) (0.637)

Ratio value care women -1.151* -0.108 0.227 0.685 2.922*** 0.700 -1.953** -1.157

(0.679) (0.504) (0.453) (0.543) (1.005) (0.787) (0.769) (0.701)

Ratio skill care men 0.114 0.071 0.262 0.023 0.019 0.581 -0.185 -0.339

(0.400) (0.356) (0.228) (0.295) (0.564) (0.419) (0.486) (0.545)

Ratio skill care women -0.270 -0.400 -0.512* -0.077 -0.041 -0.390 0.891 1.137**

(0.473) (0.362) (0.287) (0.244) (0.560) (0.471) (0.583) (0.565)

Constant 2.200* 2.278** -1.650** -0.758 5.729*** 6.319*** 17.786*** 15.658***

(1.139) (1.035) (0.634) (0.831) (1.509) (1.278) (1.366) (1.764)

Observations 174 162 174 162 174 162 174 162

R-squared 0.141 0.171 0.167 0.227 0.238 0.323 0.320 0.165

NOTES: Robust standard errors in parentheses; *** p<0.01. ** p<0.05. * p<0.10. The model includes the following control variables: age, education, the proportion of females in the 
household, the number of household members, whether the household has at least one child under six years old, the household wealth (quintiles for middle, richer and richest income 
households) and the district. ‘Ratio care value/skill’ represents the value/skills scores for care divided by the scores for paid work for women and men in the household. This means that if 
the ratio is larger, respondents value care work less than paid work.

Regression results for association between perceptions of value and skills needed to 
perform care tasks and children and adolescents’ care time
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Philippines Uganda Zimbabwe

Variables Primary care Any care Primary care Any care Primary care Any care

Women Men Women Men Women Men Women Men Women Men Women Men

Problematic for 
Women

0.052 -0.042 0.494*** -0.237 0.075** -0.013 0.284*** 0.486*** -0.025 0.116** 0.488*** 0.281*

(0.093) (0.073) (0.170) (0.167) (0.035) (0.025) (0.085) (0.105) (0.074) (0.051) (0.162) (0.159)

Problematic for 
Men

-0.026 -0.144** -0.066 0.048 -0.002 0.021 0.136 0.303*** 0.025 0.029 0.401*** 0.266**

(0.095) (0.060) (0.195) (0.197) (0.036) (0.024) (0.089) (0.085) (0.068) (0.037) (0.154) (0.132)

Constant 9.703*** 0.664 12.346*** -0.841 5.434*** 1.526*** 12.224*** 3.761*** 6.069*** 2.612*** 11.880*** 7.803**

(1.548) (0.976) (3.582) (2.763) (0.522) (0.382) (1.351) (0.971) (1.283) (0.680) (2.798) (3.042)

Observations 204 209 204 209 1.071 819 1.076 826 402 324 403 325

R-squared 0.098 0.127 0.329 0.135 0.101 0.121 0.222 0.138 0.103 0.111 0.261 0.124

NOTES: Robust standard errors in parentheses; *** p<0.01. ** p<0.05. * p<0.10. The model includes the following control variables: age, education, the proportion of females in the 
household, the number of household members, whether the household has at least one child under six years old, the household wealth (quintiles for middle, richer and richest income 
households) and the district. ‘Problematic’ takes the value 1 if respondents thought that at least one care activity is problematic.

NOTES: Robust standard errors in parentheses; *** p<0.01. ** p<0.05. * p<0.10. The model includes the following control variables: age, education, the proportion of females in the 
household, the number of household members, whether the household has at least one child under six years old, the household wealth (quintiles for middle, richer and richest income 
households) and the district. ‘Approving share work’ takes the value 1 if respondents strongly approved or approved of the vignette that described a couple that shared work.

NOTES: Robust standard errors in parentheses; *** p<0.01. ** p<0.05. * p<0.10. The model includes the following control variables: age, education, the proportion of females in the 
household, the number of household members, whether the household has at least one child under six years old, the household wealth (quintiles for middle, richer and richest income 
households) and the district. ‘Women contributes more’ takes the value 1 if respondent thought that a woman contributed most to the household.

Regression results for association between perceptions of problematic care and care time

Regression results for association between approval of sharing tasks and care time

Regression results for association between perceived contribution to the household 
wellbeing and time use

Philippines Uganda Zimbabwe

Primary care Any care Ratio 
prim

Ratio 
any

Primary care Any care Ratio 
prim

Ratio 
any

Primary care Any care Ratio 
prim

Ratio 
any

Variables Women Men Women Men Ratio 
prim

Ratio any Women Men Women Men Ratio 
prim

Ratio any Women Men Women Men Ratio 
prim

Ratio 
any

Approving 
share work

0.325 -0.062 -0.776 1.557** 0.200*** 0.464*** -0.139 0.193** 0.047 1.649*** 0.050*** 0.098*** -0.361 -0.095 0.201 -0.732 0.015 0.036

(0.347) (0.358) (0.707) (0.684) (0.076) (0.112) (0.117) (0.077) (0.278) (0.230) (0.018) (0.015) (0.232) (0.157) (0.534) (0.503) (0.054) (0.038)

Constant 9.182*** 0.186 14.227*** -2.116 -0.476* -0.137 5.815*** 1.428*** 13.087*** 3.331*** -0.118 -0.058 6.305*** 2.755*** 14.555*** 9.096*** 0.171 0.060

(1.541) (0.973) (3.838) (2.795) (0.278) (0.533) (0.528) (0.378) (1.344) (0.956) (0.078) (0.058) (1.202) (0.672) (2.890) (3.289) (0.195) (0.200)

Observations 204 209 204 209 201 203 1.071 819 1.076 826 998 1.035 402 324 403 325 370 390

R-squared 0.100 0.106 0.306 0.143 0.094 0.113 0.098 0.127 0.210 0.119 0.041 0.097 0.109 0.078 0.213 0.091 0.043 0.065

Philippines Uganda Zimbabwe

Primary care Any care Paid Primary care Any care Paid Primary care Any care Paid

Variables Women Men Women Men Women Men Women Men Women Men Women Men Women Men Women Men Women Men

Woman 
contributes 
more

-0.449 0.185 -0.643 1.070 1.449 -0.726 -0.063 0.156 -0.890* -0.358 0.204 -1.319*** -0.487 0.413 -0.671 0.327 0.660 0.115

(0.692) (0.294) (0.975) (0.700) (0.908) (0.586) (0.204) (0.139) (0.513) (0.487) (0.285) (0.367) (0.423) (0.260) (0.961) (0.745) (0.496) (0.590)

Constant 9.886*** 0.012 9.817*** -1.999 -2.091 10.430*** 5.950*** 1.539*** 14.605*** 4.439*** 4.380*** 9.554*** 6.139*** 1.745*** 15.541*** 6.888*** 0.707 6.458***

(1.569) (0.939) (3.574) (2.865) (1.576) (2.111) (0.540) (0.382) (1.369) (1.071) (0.787) (0.924) (1.551) (0.602) (3.760) (1.908) (1.574) (1.773)

Observations 181 191 181 191 181 191 1.024 787 1.024 787 1.024 787 323 302 323 302 323 302

R-squared 0.090 0.126 0.270 0.156 0.176 0.173 0.101 0.127 0.219 0.077 0.066 0.090 0.099 0.092 0.249 0.094 0.157 0.061
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Regression results for association between satisfaction with the division of labour and 
care time

Regression results for association between perceptions that husbands should help with 
care and care time

Philippines Uganda Zimbabwe

Variables Primary care Any care Primary care Any care Primary care Any care

Women Men Women Men Women Men Women Men Women Men Women Men

Satisfied -0.246 0.027 -0.395 0.566 -0.565*** -0.080 -0.475 1.633*** -0.902** 0.083 -1.410 0.632

(0.628) (0.400) (1.090) (0.825) (0.204) (0.173) (0.521) (0.448) (0.362) (0.214) (0.907) (0.682)

Constant 9.859*** 0.098 13.211*** -1.204 6.638*** 0.433 15.109*** 4.147*** 6.438*** 2.662*** 16.046*** 8.400**

(1.573) (1.062) (3.883) (2.767) (0.544) (0.283) (1.308) (1.040) (1.231) (0.675) (2.881) (3.259)

Observations 204 209 204 209 845 755 845 755 402 324 402 324

R-squared 0.097 0.106 0.302 0.129 0.088 0.059 0.208 0.091 0.117 0.076 0.220 0.085

NOTES: Robust standard errors in parentheses; *** p<0.01. ** p<0.05. * p<0.10. The model includes the following control variables: age, education, the proportion of females in the 
household, the number of household members, whether the household has at least one child under six years old, the household wealth (quintiles for middle, richer and richest income 
households) and the district. ‘Satisfied’ takes the value 1 if respondents said they were satisfied or very satisfied with the division of labour

NOTES: Robust standard errors in parentheses; *** p<0.01. ** p<0.05. * p<0.10. The model includes the following control variables: age, education, the proportion of females in the 
household, the number of household members, whether the household has at least one child under six years old, the household wealth (quintiles for middle, richer and richest income 
households) and the district. ‘Husbands help care’ takes the value 1 if respondents selected husbands as one of the people who should help women with care. 

Philippines Uganda Zimbabwe

Primary care Any care Primary care Any care Primary care Any care

Variables Women Men Women Men Women Men Women Men Women Men Women Men

Husbands help 
care

0.650 -0.896* -0.019 -0.638 0.301* 0.368*** 0.684* 2.628*** -0.141 -0.062 0.581 0.633

(0.624) (0.529) (1.010) (0.991) (0.159) (0.112) (0.387) (0.356) (0.319) (0.203) (0.743) (0.527)

Constant 9.310*** 0.938 12.982*** -0.029 5.477*** 1.409*** 12.724*** 3.443*** 6.089*** 2.801*** 14.339*** 8.117**

(1.488) (1.017) (3.679) (2.846) (0.515) (0.371) (1.324) (0.967) (1.205) (0.725) (2.919) (3.377)

Observations 204 209 204 209 1.071 819 1.076 826 402 324 403 325

R-squared 0.100 0.120 0.301 0.128 0.100 0.132 0.212 0.128 0.103 0.076 0.214 0.085
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Regression results for association between men’s childhood exposure to fathers doing care 
work and care time

 Philippines Uganda Zimbabwe

Variables Primary care Any care Primary care Any care Primary care Any care

father_meals -0.581** 0.251 0.078 0.804*** 0.153 -0.044

(0.251) (0.606) (0.075) (0.243) (0.116) (0.386)

father_clean -0.106 0.319 -0.065 0.329 -0.047 -0.318

(0.300) (0.823) (0.071) (0.200) (0.137) (0.452)

father_wash 0.260 0.984* 0.091 0.487** -0.099 0.135

(0.245) (0.533) (0.077) (0.204) (0.097) (0.412)

father_childcare -0.053 0.130 0.035 0.426** 0.114 0.721**

(0.221) (0.464) (0.064) (0.174) (0.106) (0.345)

Constant 1.361 -4.109 1.448*** 2.680*** 2.436*** 7.948**

(1.084) (3.413) (0.369) (0.951) (0.661) (3.187)

Observations 1.361 -4.109 1.448*** 2.680*** 2.436*** 7.948**

R-squared (1.084) (3.413) (0.369) (0.951) (0.661) (3.187)

Fathers did at least one care activity

Fathers care 0.259 1.586** 0.220 4.023*** 0.121 0.362

(0.311) (0.639) (0.141) (0.587) (0.203) (0.580)

Constant -0.109 -2.044 1.539*** 3.678*** 2.655*** 8.674***

(0.983) (2.640) (0.370) (0.942) (0.645) (3.260)

Observations 209 209 819 819 324 324

R-squared 0.109 0.148 0.124 0.169 0.077 0.084

NOTES: Robust standard errors in parentheses; *** p<0.01. ** p<0.05. * p<0.10. The model includes the following control variables: age, education, the proportion of females in the 
household, the number of household members, whether the household has at least one child under six years old, the household wealth (quintiles for middle, richer and richest income 
households) and the district. ‘Father meals’, ‘father clean’, ‘father childcare’ are continuous variables: 0=Never, 1=Hardly ever, 2=Sometimes, 3=Frequently.

 Philippines Uganda Zimbabwe

Variables Prim. care Any care Prim. care Any care Prim. care Any care

Father taught to cook meals 0.251 -0.111 0.034 1.025*** 0.182 -0.043

(0.312) (0.818) (0.065) (0.189) (0.131) (0.536)

Father taught to clean -0.355 0.559 -0.014 -0.138 0.142 -0.175

(0.403) (0.887) (0.076) (0.208) (0.099) (0.523)

Father taught to wash 0.199 0.210 0.047 0.336* -0.270* 0.045

(0.301) (0.706) (0.079) (0.197) (0.151) (0.561)

Father taught to childcare -0.150 0.665 0.014 0.141 -0.024 0.119

(0.232) (0.498) (0.101) (0.190) (0.111) (0.373)

Constant 0.001 -3.264 1.479*** 2.742*** 2.701*** 9.026***

(1.069) (3.241) (0.377) (0.994) (0.659) (3.458)

Observations 209 209 819 819 324 324

R-squared 0.112 0.149 0.122 0.129 0.089 0.084

                                                                                                                            Men were taught to do at least one care activity

Taught care 0.453 1.274 0.150 2.152*** 0.014 -0.737

(0.331) (0.809) (0.107) (0.391) (0.197) (0.687)

Constant -0.380 -2.032 1.504*** 3.420*** 2.717*** 9.369***

(1.009) (2.766) (0.369) (0.962) (0.679) (3.316)

Observations 209 209 819 819 324 324

R-squared 0.113 0.137 0.123 0.113 0.076 0.087

Regression results for association between men being taught to do care work and care time

NOTES: Robust standard errors in parentheses; *** p<0.01. ** p<0.05. * p<0.10. The model includes the following control variables: age, education, the proportion of females in the 
household, the number of household members, whether the household has at least one child under six years old, the household wealth (quintiles for middle, richer and richest income 
households) and the district. ‘Father meals’, ‘father clean’, ‘father childcare’ etc. are a continuous variables: 0=Never, 1=Hardly ever, 2=Sometimes, 3=Frequently.
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Philippines Uganda Zimbabwe

Variables Primary care Any care Primary care Any care Primary care Any care

Women Men Women Men Women Men Women Men Women Men Women Men

No. Men doing 
care

-0.264 -0.017 -0.465 -0.065 -0.039 0.024 0.619*** 1.205*** 0.123 0.064 0.043 0.146

(0.161) (0.126) (0.328) (0.369) (0.061) (0.036) (0.153) (0.185) (0.109) (0.052) (0.241) (0.188)

Constant 10.337*** 0.183 14.078*** -0.382 5.748*** 1.543*** 12.578*** 1.955** 5.724*** 2.420*** 15.255*** 8.184**

(1.573) (1.014) (3.935) (2.881) (0.520) (0.377) (1.293) (0.924) (1.231) (0.727) (2.902) (3.288)

Observations 204 209 204 209 1.071 819 1.071 819 402 324 402 324

R-squared 0.110 0.106 0.310 0.127 0.097 0.121 0.226 0.160 0.106 0.079 0.214 0.085

NOTES: Robust standard errors in parentheses; *** p<0.01. ** p<0.05. * p<0.10. The model includes the following control variables: age, education, the proportion of females in the 
household, the number of household members, whether the household has at least one child under six years old, the household wealth (quintiles for middle, richer and richest income 
households) and the district. ‘Men doing care’ takes the values 0 to 5. ‘It is based on the question “Out of 5 men in your village, how many do you think said that they spent at least an hour 
on caring for people and domestic work yesterday?

NOTES: Robust standard errors in parentheses; *** p<0.01. ** p<0.05. * p<0.10. The model includes the following control variables: age, education, the proportion of females in the 
household, the number of household members, whether the household has at least one child under six years old, the household wealth (quintiles for middle, richer and richest income 
households) and the district. ‘ Men should do care’ takes the value 1 if respondents said that men should do caring for people and domestic work. 
 

Regression results for association between empirical expectations about men’s involvement 
in care work and care time

Regression results for association between normative expectations about men’s care work 
and care time

Philippines Uganda Zimbabwe

Variables Primary care Any care Primary care Any care Primary care Any care

Women Men Women Men Women Men Women Men Women Men Women Men

Men should do 
care

-0.229 -0.017 -0.605* -0.014 -0.177*** 0.022 0.459*** 1.245*** 0.222** 0.070 0.162 0.284

(0.168) (0.148) (0.357) (0.362) (0.060) (0.034) (0.151) (0.190) (0.094) (0.054) (0.222) (0.194)

Constant 10.174*** 0.181 14.200*** -0.562 6.057*** 1.555*** 12.820*** 2.234** 5.369*** 2.453*** 14.894*** 7.785**

(1.522) (1.074) (3.830) (3.091) (0.520) (0.369) (1.285) (0.929) (1.224) (0.702) (2.884) (3.141)

Observations 204 209 204 209 1.071 819 1.071 819 402 324 402 324

R-squared 0.105 0.106 0.314 0.127 0.105 0.121 0.220 0.171 0.115 0.080 0.215 0.088
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Philippines Uganda Zimbabwe

Variables Primary care Any care Primary care Any care Primary care Any care

Women Men Women Men Women Men Women Men Women Men Women Men

Acceptance of 
beating

0.721 -2.654*** 3.884 -7.050*** 0.657*** -0.081 0.023 -1.667*** 0.166 0.091 0.220 0.348

(1.477) (0.790) (2.585) (2.331) (0.217) (0.124) (0.550) (0.373) (0.477) (0.276) (0.985) (0.858)

Acceptance of 
criticism

-0.486 0.004 -0.443 2.787* 0.169 -0.195 -0.740 -2.590*** -0.043 0.337 0.160 1.421*

(0.609) (0.737) (1.262) (1.616) (0.216) (0.135) (0.518) (0.443) (0.411) (0.230) (0.988) (0.821)

Acceptance of 
mocking

3.081*** -0.393 2.588*** -1.274* 0.041 -0.098 0.840* -0.102 0.968*** -0.279 1.093 -0.630

(0.557) (0.347) (0.868) (0.719) (0.195) (0.144) (0.474) (0.339) (0.360) (0.193) (0.892) (0.685)

Constant 8.023*** 0.159 8.517** -2.026 5.494*** 1.804*** 14.936*** 8.105*** 5.921*** 2.693*** 14.790*** 8.324**

(1.905) (1.094) (3.910) (2.706) (0.554) (0.399) (1.475) (1.237) (1.204) (0.703) (2.889) (3.298)

Observations 184 196 184 196 969 749 969 749 396 319 396 319

R-squared 0.156 0.127 0.318 0.179 0.137 0.141 0.218 0.173 0.126 0.089 0.217 0.103

NOTES: Robust standard errors in parentheses; *** p<0.01. ** p<0.05. * p<0.10. The model includes the following control variables: age, education, the proportion of females in the 
household, the number of household members, whether the household has at least one child under six years old, the household wealth (quintiles for middle, richer and richest income 
households) and the district. ‘Acceptance of beating’ takes the value 1 if respondents reported that it was acceptable to beat a woman in at least one of the scenarios. ‘Acceptance of 
criticism’ takes the value 1 if respondents reported that it was acceptable to harshly criticize or shout at a woman in at least one of the scenarios. ‘Acceptance of mocking’ takes the value 
1 if respondents reported that it was acceptable to mock a man in at least one of the scenarios. 

NOTES: Robust standard errors in parentheses; *** p<0.01. ** p<0.05. * p<0.10. The model includes the following control variables: age, education, the proportion of females in the 
household, the number of household members, whether the household has at least one child under six years old, the household wealth (quintiles for middle, richer and richest income 
households) and the district. ‘Decisions’ is a scale based on whether women can decide on or influence decisions in different areas. For each area of decision making, 0 is assigned if a 
woman is not involved and cannot influence decisions, 1 is assigned if a woman is involved but cannot influence decisions, 2 is assigned if a woman is not involved but can influence 
decisions, 3 is assigned if a woman is involved and can influence decisions. ‘Decisions’ is the mean score of all areas of decision making combined.

Regression results for association between acceptability of gender-based violence and 
care time 

Regression results for association between women’s decision-making power in the household 
and care time

Philippines Uganda Zimbabwe

Variables Prim. 
care

Any care Ratio 
prim.

Ratio 
any

Prim. 
care

Any care Ratio 
prim.

Ratio 
any

Prim. 
care

Any care Ratio 
prim.

Ratio 
any

Decisions 0.004 0.079* 0.001 0.014 -0.008 0.037 0.000 0.005** -0.016 0.129*** 0.003 0.007*

(0.022) (0.047) (0.005) (0.011) (0.012) (0.030) (0.001) (0.002) (0.019) (0.045) (0.004) (0.004)

Constant 9.278*** 10.828*** -0.071 0.570 5.091*** 13.231*** -0.059 0.022 5.255*** 12.601*** 0.152 0.065

(1.626) (3.971) (0.300) (0.636) (0.666) (1.685) (0.093) (0.073) (1.425) (3.386) (0.217) (0.225)

Observations 192 192 189 191 884 884 828 856 332 332 310 324

R-squared 0.103 0.321 0.067 0.070 0.098 0.206 0.033 0.045 0.113 0.257 0.029 0.052
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Regression results for association between ownership of TLSE and women’s 
decision-making power in the household

Philippines Uganda Zimbabwe

No. of fuel-related equipment items

Decisions 0.012 0.014*** 0.012

(0.011) (0.006) (0.009)

Constant 1.021 0.207 2.721***

(0.671) (0.285) (0.593)

Observations 192 884 332

R-squared 0.152 0.356 0.238

No. of cleaning-related equipment items

Decisions 0.009** 0.001 -0.002

(0.004) (0.002) (0.002)

Constant 0.262 -0.120 0.710***

(0.246) (0.096) (0.136)

Observations 192 884 332

R-squared 0.199 0.194 0.116

No. of washing-related equipment items

Decisions 0.018*** 0.002 -0.000

(0.007) (0.002) (0.004)

Constant -0.741* -0.325*** 1.012***

(0.437) (0.094) (0.289)

Observations 192 884 332

R-squared 0.169 0.633 0.280

No. of meal-preparation equipment items

Decisions 0.008 -0.001 -0.006

(0.006) (0.002) (0.004)

Constant 0.108 -0.179* -0.135

(0.359) (0.094) (0.313)

Observations 192 884 332

R-squared 0.158 0.644 0.154

No. of water-related equipment items

Decisions 0.025*** 0.013** 0.019***

(0.009) (0.006) (0.007)

Constant 0.502 1.521*** 1.191**

(0.593) (0.300) (0.511)

Observations 192 884 332

R-squared 0.183 0.518 0.269

No. of childcare-related equipment items

Decisions -0.039*** -0.000 -0.000

(0.012) (0.004) (0.008)

Constant 2.922*** 1.634*** 1.828**

(0.719) (0.250) (0.725)

Observations 53 349 73

R-squared 0.510 0.360 0.178

NOTES: Robust standard errors in parentheses; *** p<0.01. ** p<0.05. * p<0.10. The model includes the following control variables: age, education, the proportion of females in the 
household, the number of household members, whether the household has at least one child under six years old, the household wealth (quintiles for middle, richer and richest income 
households) and the district. ‘Decisions’ is a scale based on whether women can decide on or influence decisions in different areas. For each area of decision making, 0 is assigned if a 
woman is not involved and cannot influence decisions, 1 is assigned if a woman is involved but cannot influence decisions, 2 is assigned if a woman is not involved but can influence 
decisions, 3 is assigned if a woman is involved and can influence decisions. ‘Decisions’ is the mean score of all areas of decision making combined.
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Philippines Uganda Zimbabwe

Harm experienced due to care

Primary care 0.008 0.017*** 0.015*

(0.012) (0.006) (0.008)

Constant 0.800*** 0.135 0.325*

(0.284) (0.097) (0.187)

Observations 202 1.052 399

R-squared 0.141 0.027 0.061

Harm experienced due to care

Any care 0.003 0.004* 0.008**

(0.007) (0.002) (0.004)

Constant 0.838*** 0.176* 0.297

(0.268) (0.096) (0.185)

Observations 202 1.052 399

R-squared 0.139 0.021 0.065

NOTES: Robust standard errors in parentheses; *** p<0.01. ** p<0.05. * p<0.10. The model includes the following control variables: age, education, the proportion of females in the 
household, the number of household members, whether the household has at least one child under six years old, the household wealth (quintiles for middle, richer and richest income 
households) and the district. ‘Harm experienced due to care’ takes the value 1 if women said that they had experienced an injury, illness, disability or other physical or mental harm from 
their unpaid domestic work or caring for people in the last year.

Regression results for association between harm related to care tasks and care time
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Philippines Uganda Zimbabwe

Adult left alone
Primary care -0.002 0.008** -0.005*

(0.003) (0.003) (0.003)

Constant 0.079 -0.024 0.115

(0.148) (0.055) (0.077)

Observations 204 1.071 402

R-squared 0.081 0.041 0.048

Adult left alone
Any care 0.005** 0.003* -0.001

(0.003) (0.001) (0.001)

Constant -0.005 -0.016 0.097

(0.153) (0.055) (0.072)

Observations 204 1.076 403

R-squared 0.098 0.040 0.043

Child left alone
Primary care 0.003 0.004 0.000

(0.007) (0.003) (0.004)

Constant 0.238 0.122* 0.233**

(0.194) (0.063) (0.113)

Observations 204 1.071 402

R-squared 0.162 0.022 0.029

Child left alone
Any care 0.006 -0.001 0.001

(0.004) (0.001) (0.002)

Constant 0.193 0.147** 0.211*

(0.173) (0.064) (0.116)

Observations 204 1.076 403

R-squared 0.169 0.021 0.030

Child or dependent adult had accident
Primary care -0.006 0.009*** 0.007

(0.006) (0.003) (0.004)

Constant 0.053 -0.018 0.214**

(0.102) (0.074) (0.100)

Observations 204 1.071 402

R-squared 0.133 0.029 0.038

Child or dependent adult had accident
Any care -0.005 0.005*** 0.004**

(0.003) (0.002) (0.002)

Constant 0.061 -0.036 0.187*

(0.080) (0.071) (0.096)

Observations 204 1.076 403

R-squared 0.148 0.035 0.045

Child or dependent adult damaged something
Primary care -0.002 0.009** 0.003

(0.004) (0.004) (0.005)

Constant 0.055 -0.078 0.146

(0.063) (0.072) (0.107)

Observations 204 1.071 402

R-squared 0.057 0.039 0.037

Child or dependent adult damaged something
Any care -0.002 0.003** 0.004**

(0.002) (0.001) (0.002)

Constant 0.067 -0.065 0.096

(0.050) (0.072) (0.103)

Observations 204 1.076 403

R-squared 0.063 0.037 0.049

Regression results for association between time constraints related to care work and care 
time 

NOTES: Robust standard errors in parentheses; *** p<0.01. ** p<0.05. * p<0.10. The model includes the following control variables: age, education, the proportion of females in the 
household, the number of household members, whether the household has at least one child under six years old, the household wealth (quintiles for middle, richer and richest income 
households) and the district. 
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