FAIR © CEGA

Centre for Experimental

Center for Effective Global Action
Research on Fairness,

Inequality and Rationality

Reporting results for your study on the AEA RCT Registry:

Is female empowerment always good for child welfare?

We are a team of researchers studying pre-registration, pre-analysis plans, and the reporting of
results in social science research. Our research team has developed a short template to
facilitate reporting all pre-registered hypotheses for a given study.

We have extracted hypotheses from your study registered on the AEA RCT registry and
attempted to find results for each of them.

We extracted 2 main hypotheses and 12 heterogeneity tests from the registration. We found
results for 1 main hypotheses and O heterogeneity tests.

We also encourage you to
post these results via the Post-Trial section on the AEA RCT Registry page for your study (in the
‘Reports, Papers, an her Materials” tab). If you would like to use an empty results report
template, you can access it by clicking here.

We thank you for your valuable participation.

Edward Miguel (UC Berkeley)

Bertil Tungodden (NHH Norwegian School of Economics)
Erik @. Sarensen (NHH Norwegian School of Economics)
Fernando Hoces de la Guardia (UC Berkeley)


https://go.cega.org/RGPBPostTrialExplainer
https://go.cega.org/RGPBResultsReportTemplate

The following research hypotheses’ results were NOT FOUND.

We ask you to verify if you agree with the attached encoding, as you recorded them on
the AEA registry. If you disagree or would have encoded them differently, please note your
preferred encoding using the attached template.

Also, we ask you to please fill the templates in with the results that we were unable to
find.



RCT Registry Results Report

Main Results and Heterogeneity

Questions about how to fill in this report? See this brief explainer and this pre-filled example.

Here is your original registration, and the attachment details Ringdal.pdf contains the details of how your registration was encoded.

Hypothesis # 1 (as interpreted from pre-registration)

Increased female bargaining power does not cause changes in investments in chil-
dren.

Mostly agree with this statement? |[ ]| Yes No If not, please say why and add correct one:

Please provide closest result to this pre-registered hypothesis.
= 0.022 (I, Units: Sharec, SE= 0.039 (t, N= 284 , p-value = 0.577 (t

and/or attach document with results and provide the location below:
Column (5), Table 4, page. 442, coefficients of Husband Bargaining (HB), Wife Barga

Can’t access it right now, but | remember it was statistically significant null
Why not originally in paper/report: Didn’t collect that data Not included in write-up
(select all that apply)

Null result Unfinished paper |:| Missed by reviewer team

Other comments:

Primary pre-registered heterogeneity Agree with below? |:|Yes El No

If you disagree with this interpretation of estimates and/or believe that some dimensions of primary pre-registered heterogeneity are missing, add or
modify them below. We wiill keep track of your edits.

Differences in level of e 0.012 (HB); 0.055 0.090 (HB); 0.084 Coefficients of interaction terms (Table
Differences in risk prefe 0.135 (HB); -0.00 0.079 (HB); 0.07% " (Table 6)
Differences in time prefc  0.040 (HB); -0.03; 0.094 (HB); 0.084 " (Table 6)
External female bargain -0.231 (HB); -0.1€ 0.099 (HB); 0.175 " (Table A.5 - Wife's reported Bargaini

External female bargain -0.055 (HB); -0.12 0.078 (HB); 0.093 " (Table A.5 - Factor Analysis of Wife's

If more rows are needed for primary heterogeneity tests, download from


https://go.cega.org/RGPBExtraHeterogeneity
https://go.cega.org/RGPBExplainers
https://go.cega.org/RGPBExplainers
https://go.cega.org/RGPBExplainers
https://go.cega.org/RGPBFilledExample
https://go.cega.org/RGPBFilledExample
https://go.cega.org/RGPBFilledExample
https://go.cega.org/RGPBFilledExample
https://go.cega.org/RGPBFilledExample
https://www.socialscienceregistry.org/trials/770
https://go.cega.org/RGPBDetails770

Additional Primary Heterogeneity Tests
Hypothesis # 1
Dimension Effect SE Comments

Number of children -0.019 (HB); 0.00 0.078 (HB); 0.071 " (Table A.5)



RCT Registry Results Report
Only Heterogeneity Not Found

Questions about how to fill in this report? See this brief explainer and this pre-filled example.

Here is your original registration, and the attachment details Ringdal.pdf contains the details of how your registration was encoded.

Hypothesis #2 (as interpreted from pre-registration)
Men and women do not have the same preferences for investments in children.

Mostly agree with this statement? @ Yes No If not, please say why and add correct one:

Closest result to this pre-registered hypothesis (as found in article, publication, or write-up)
=0.004, SE =0.032

Location: Pg 442, Table 4, Col 5, Ro2 3

Agree with result? [ ]|Yes No If not, please tell us why here:

Primary pre-registered heterogeneity Agree with below? |:|Yes |:| No

If you disagree with this interpretation of estimates and/or believe that some dimensions of primary pre-registered heterogeneity are missing, add or
modify them below. We will keep track of your edits.

Dimension Effect SE Comments

Differences in level of e -0.051 0.084 Interaction term with "Wife Dictator” (T
Differences in risk prefe -0.037 0.068 " (Table 6)

Differences in time prefc -0.191 0.065 " (Table 6)

External female bargain -0.111 0.079 " (Table A.5)

External female bargain -0.061 0.055 " (Table A.5)

If more rows are needed for primary heterogeneity tests, download from here.


https://go.cega.org/RGPBExtraHeterogeneity
https://go.cega.org/RGPBExplainers
https://go.cega.org/RGPBExplainers
https://go.cega.org/RGPBExplainers
https://go.cega.org/RGPBFilledExample
https://go.cega.org/RGPBFilledExample
https://go.cega.org/RGPBFilledExample
https://go.cega.org/RGPBFilledExample
https://go.cega.org/RGPBFilledExample
https://www.socialscienceregistry.org/trials/770
https://go.cega.org/RGPBDetails770

Additional Primary Heterogeneity Tests
Hypothesis # 2

Dimension Effect SE Comments

Number of children -0.051 0.063 " (Table A.5)
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