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2 By contrast, the evidence base on issues relating to learning and cognition is mixed; see Drake et al. (2017) for additional 
detail and a review. 
3 The literature has so far focused on the effects of food aid on the occurrence and length of violence and the effects of 
food aid on food production and prices in non-humanitarian settings (see, for example, Barrett, 2006; Nunn and Qian, 
2014). While the latter strand of literature has highlighted a series of unintended positive outcomes (such as freeing up 
resources for investment) and negative outcomes (such as the distress sale of productive assets), the overall effect of aid 
on household welfare is not known a priori and even less so in conflict situations. 
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4 This issue arises in the case of take-home rations as well; see Adelman et al. (2008). 
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5 Dillon does not disaggregate by gender to investigate whether the shocks affected girls and boys differently. 
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See Dowd and Tranchant 2018 for a detailed description of conflict events.
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7 In two villages, the village survey could not be completed at endline for logistical reasons. However, because the 
household data were collected, data from these villages were included in the final sample (N = 148, about 5 per cent of  
the sample). 
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8 This is also partly related to the longitudinal design of the study. At baseline, the average age of a child of compulsory school age was 
10.8 years (standard deviation = 2.78), while, at endline, the average age went up slightly, to 11.0 years (standard deviation = 2.76). 
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𝑖ܻℎଵ 𝑖ܻℎ଴
𝑖ܻℎ= 𝑖ܻℎଵ . 𝑃ሺ𝐴 = ͳሻ + 𝑖ܻℎ଴ . 𝑃ሺ𝐴 = Ͳሻ ℎܻଵ − ℎܻ଴

ሺܻଵܧ − ܻ଴ሻ|𝐴 = ͳ
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ሺܧ] ℎܻ଴|𝐴 = ͳሻ < ሺܧ ℎܻ଴|𝐴 = Ͳሻ]
ሺܧ] ℎܻ଴|𝐴 = ͳሻ ሺܧ< ℎܻ଴|𝐴 = Ͳሻ]

ሺ ℎܻ଴, ℎܻଵ ⊥ 𝐴|𝑃ሺܺሻ ܧ ቀ ℎܻ଴|𝐴 = ͳ, 𝑃ሺݔሻቁ ܧ= ቀ ℎܻ଴|𝐴 = Ͳ, 𝑃ሺݔሻቁ, ℎݓℎݓ = ଵ𝑝ℎ̂ ℎݓ = ଵଵ−𝑝ℎ̂𝑝ℎ̂
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𝑖ܻℎ𝑡,𝑎 = ଴ߚ + Ͳͳ7ℎʹܦଵߚ + ଶ𝐴ℎ,𝑎ߚ + Ͳͳ7ℎʹܦ)ଷߚ ∗ 𝐴ℎ,𝑎) + 𝑖ℎ𝑡ߛ  + 𝜀𝑖ℎ𝑡,
𝑖ܻℎ𝑡,𝑎 Ͳͳ7ℎ𝐴ℎ,𝑎ʹܦ ଷߚ 𝑖ℎ𝑡ߛ

𝜀𝑖ℎ𝑡

 

                                                 
9 The inclusion of these as separate indicators did not change our main results (available upon request). 
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10 One exception was the index of  school governance in the case of  communities indirectly affected by conflict, according 
to which the difference in the case of  any aid and the case of  food aid was 0.12. This was only marginally higher than the 
critical threshold of  0.1; we therefore do not view this as evidence of  strong imbalances in the matched samples. 
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