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Appendix A. Portfolio Review Methodology 
The project universe for the portfolio review was identified using the World Bank 
Business Warehouse and validated using relevant databases of interventions 
maintained by the Independent Evaluation Group (IEG) and the Human Development 
anchor Social Protection group.  

Criteria for Project Selection 

All projects approved during fiscal year (FY) 2003–13 with theme code 54, 56, 68, and 
91, as well as all projects managed by sector board “social protection” but without 
theme code 54 were included in the universe of projects. Project Universe comprises 414 
unique projects funded by International Bank for Reconstruction and 
Development/International Development Association (IBRD/IDA)1 totaling $54.6 
billion in commitment. 

Figure A.1. Total Number of Approved Projects by Fiscal Year and Region, FY2003–13 

 
Source: IEG analysis. 
Note: AFR = Africa Region; EAP = East Asia and Pacific Region; ECA = Europe and Central Asia Region; LCR = Latin America 
and the Caribbean Region; MNA = Middle East and North Africa Region; SAR = South Asia Region. 

The portfolio review focused on projects that include interventions for which clear 
beneficiaries could be identified (men and women, boys and girls). The team searched 
specifically for projects directly supporting any of the following interventions (that is, 
with project activities and funding associated with them): 
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• Conditional and unconditional cash transfers (CCTs and UCTs) 
• Public works (PW) programs/public workfare  
• Noncontributory pensions (NCPs) 
• In-kind transfers–food in particular  

Table A.1. Working Definitions of Interventions of Interest  
Intervention 
of Interest Definition Used 

Conditional 
cash transfer 
(CCT) 
programs  

This category includes cash transfers to poor families conditional upon certain behavior 
such as ensuring that children regularly attend school. Transfers aimed at reducing 
poverty and investing in human capital. This category does not include performance-
based grants to facilities or agencies, or grants for startup productive ventures. 

Unconditional 
cash transfer 
(UCT) 
programs 

Similar to CCTs but conditionalities are either soft (that is, not enforced) or do not exist 
(such as minimum income guarantee programs). This category does not include one-
time cash distributions to compensate for emergency situations (for example, drought), 
severance, or unemployment benefits. 

Public Works 
(PW) 

This category includes any kind of workfare or temporary employment programs 
regardless of the type of payment used (that is, food or cash). It does not include 
payments or compensations to beneficiaries of employment services or training 
programs.  

Noncontributory 
pensions 
(NCPs) 

Also known as social pension; cash transfers aimed at reducing poverty in old age 
among uninsured population. 

In-kind (food)  
This category includes conditional and nonconditional (take-home) food rations programs 
and debit cards or vouchers given to poor people to buy food. This category does not 
include school feeding or nutritional supplements. 

Strengthening 
Social Safety 
Net (SSN) 
systems  

This category includes efforts aimed at improving the administration, coverage, 
coordination, and targeting of the SSN system. This category includes system-wide 
interventions but does not include efforts at the individual program level.  

School feeding, maternal-child nutritional supplements, and one-time food distribution 
programs were excluded because of their limited value, and because their main goal is 
nutritional (as opposed to poverty reduction). To be consistent, one-time cash transfers 
(generally distributed in the context of emergency situation and not meant to build a 
safety net) were also excluded.  

Projects primarily aimed at strengthening SSN systems were reviewed separately. 
Although these projects do not directly support any of the interventions of interest, they 
have the potential to differentially impact men and women and boys and girls through 
the way they shape the social protection system.  

The database of interventions that resulted from the IEG SSN evaluation was used as a 
preliminary classification to identify projects supporting any of the interventions of 
interest approved during FY2003–10. For projects approved after FY2010, the 
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information was complemented with the updated database of interventions maintained 
by the Human Development anchor Social Protection group. Two different team 
members individually screened all projects coded by either of these databases as having 
any of the interventions of interest2 to either confirm or reject this classification using 
the intervention definitions in table 1. Using these existing databases reduced any 
inclusion error that may have occurred in the identification process.  

To confirm or reject this existing classification, each investment project’s development 
objectives and components—as stated in Project Appraisal Documents or Project 
Papers—were individually screened. For development policy loans, objectives, 
pillars/policy areas, benchmarks, and prior actions were reviewed. Double-blind 
coding was used to agree on the rules for classification and to reduce errors due to 
differences in individual judgment. Double coding that included reading the project 
narrative was used to agree on any discrepancies between the coders’ classification and 
the one available in the existing database. To reduce exclusion errors, the same method 
was used to screen all projects in the existing databases identified as not having any of 
our interventions of interest.  

This process identified 112 investment projects and 101 development policy loan 
projects supporting at least one of the interventions of interest, of which 62 percent are 
closed projects.  

Criteria to Assess Gender Relevance  

Projects were manually screened with a questionnaire to extract the relevant 
information from PADs (for all projects) and Implementation Completion and Results 
Reports (ICRs) or the latest Implementation Status and Results Reports for closed 
projects. This process required substantial judgment from a critical reviewer. Double-
blind coding was used for consistency. 

The team analyzed project components and activities to determine if there was a 
subcomponent of the project (actions and/or activities) that was gender relevant. 
Analysis was focused on those components that support the interventions of interest.  

The team analyzed targeting criteria and intended and actual beneficiaries to assess 
gender relevance, focusing on both explicit and unintentional elements (for example, 
quotas, female-headed households, female- or male-intensive sector). In some cases, 
there was not enough information provided in the PADs to document this.  
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The team also analyzed the proposed indicators, monitoring and evaluation, and results 
to identify gender-disaggregated outcomes and/or outputs, and also screened the 
social, gender, and poverty sections of PADs and ICRs. 

The general narrative, motivations, and causal chain were also reviewed for each 
project that claimed to be gender-relevant and provided justification for it. 

The team reviewed evidence on results, focusing on poverty and gender-related 
outcomes through ICR screening and existence of impact evaluation (IE) for the project 
or some of its components. IE studies identified through the IE systematic review were 
linked to the project when possible.
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Appendix B. Search Strategy for Systematic 
Review of Impact Evaluations 
Overview 

The data for the systematic review originate from completed (or nearly completed) IEs 
that reported gender-disaggregated effects from selected social safety net (SSN) 
interventions: CCTs and UCTs, NCPs, PW projects, and in-kind food transfers. Potential 
IEs were identified through a detailed search strategy initially employed in Delivering 
the Millennium Development Goals to Reduce Maternal and Child Mortality: A Systematic 
Review of Impact Evaluation Evidence. The search strategy included three rounds of data 
collection. Potential IEs were then submitted to a full-text review, a gender screening 
and, if they qualified as IEs of the selected interventions with gender-disaggregated 
outcomes, the coding process (see coding strategy in appendix C for more information). 

The team first identified three categories of search terms to capture studies of interest, 
using a pilot test to modify the terms as necessary. These terms provided the basis for 
the bibliographic database search during the first round and identified most of the 
potential IEs. Round A also included searches of other research, IEs, and donor 
organizations; World Bank databases, top economic journals, and the curricula vitae of 
top international development economists; and program websites. Where possible, the 
team looked at the title, subject, and abstract for each result. During Round B, the team 
looked through the reference lists of systematic reviews focused on the chosen 
interventions. Round C involved a snowballing activity, in which the team reviewed the 
reference lists for all of the studies selected for coding. Due to time constraints, Round C 
was undertaken only for PWs, in-kind, and noncontributory pension interventions, as it 
was most difficult to find evaluations of these three interventions. In total, 1,301 
potential IEs were found.  

Search Terms  

Three categories of search terms were identified to capture studies using appropriate 
experimental or quasi-experimental methods to estimate the impact of the selected 
interventions in low- or middle-income countries. The three search term categories 
outlined below are Interventions, Methods, and Low-/Middle-Income Country. Note 
that country names in this third category are search terms only and are not official 
country names.  
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Each search term category has a universe of related search terms likely to be found in 
the title, subject, or abstract of relevant studies. The team conducted the search for each 
intervention separately; therefore, only one of the groups of intervention search terms 
was entered in any given search. The search term categories should be joined by AND, 
and the list of search terms should be joined by OR, as shown below: 

Interventions: 

1. (conditional cash transfer) OR (cash transfer) OR (monetary incentive) OR 
(conditional AND scholarship) OR (conditional AND subsidy) OR (monetary transfer) 
OR (unconditional cash transfer) OR (social protection) 

2. (employment guarantee) OR (workfare program) OR (public work) OR (welfare-to-
work) OR (cash for work) OR (food for work) 

3. (non-contributory pension) OR (noncontributory pension) OR (age eligibility 
pension) OR (cash pension) OR (elderly AND pension) OR (elderly AND transfer) OR 
(elderly and "social pension") 

4. (Food-based programs ) OR ( feeding program) OR (Supplementary feeding 
program) OR (Food-for-Education ) OR (FFE) OR (school feeding) OR (school meal) OR 
( Food-for-work program) OR (FFW) OR ( Food-stamp program) OR (Free Distribution) 
OR (Food-based safety nets) OR (school meal program) OR (food Aid) 

 Methods: 

(impact) OR (effectiveness) OR (randomized control trial) OR (randomized trial) OR 
(control trial) OR (RCT) OR (counterfactual) OR (natural experiment) OR (experimental) 
OR (quasi experimental) OR (difference in difference) OR (double difference) OR 
(regression discontinuity) OR (matching) OR (instrumental variable) OR (fixed effects) 
OR (control area) OR (treatment area) OR (control group) OR (treatment group) OR 
(panel data) 

AND 

Low-/Middle-Income Country 

(Afghanistan) OR (Albania) OR (Algeria) OR (American Samoa) OR (Angola) OR 
(Antigua and Barbuda) OR (Argentina) OR (Armenia) OR (Azerbaijan) OR 
(Bangladesh) OR (Belarus) OR (Belize) OR (Benin) OR (Bhutan) OR (Bolivia) OR (Bosnia 
and Herzegovina) OR (Botswana) OR (Brazil) OR (Bulgaria) OR (Burkina Faso) OR 
(Burundi) OR (Cambodia) OR (Cameroon) OR (Cape Verde) OR (Central African 
Republic) OR (Chad) OR (Chile) OR (China) OR (Colombia) OR (Comoros) OR (Congo ) 
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OR (Republic of Congo) OR (Costa Rica) OR (Côte d'Ivoire) OR (Ivory Coast) OR 
(Cuba) OR (Djibouti) OR (Dominica) OR (Dominican Republic) OR (Ecuador) OR 
(Egypt ) OR (El Salvador) OR (Eritrea) OR (Ethiopia) OR (Fiji) OR (Gabon) OR (Gambia) 
OR (Georgia) OR (Ghana) OR (Grenada) OR (Guatemala) OR (Guinea) OR (Guinea-
Bissau) OR (Guyana) OR (Haiti) OR (Honduras) OR (India) OR (Indonesia) OR (Iran) 
OR (Iraq) OR (Jamaica) OR (Jordan) OR (Kazakhstan) OR (Kenya) OR (Kiribati) OR 
(Korea) OR (Kosovo) OR (Kyrgyz Republic) OR (Kyrgyzstan) OR (Laos) OR (Latvia) OR 
(Lebanon) OR (Lesotho) OR (Liberia) OR (Libya) OR (Lithuania) OR (Macedonia) OR 
(Madagascar) OR (Malawi) OR (Malaysia) OR (Maldives) OR (Mali) OR (Marshall 
Islands) OR (Mauritania) OR (Mauritius) OR (Mayotte) OR (Mexico) OR (Micronesia) 
OR (Moldova) OR (Mongolia) OR (Montenegro) OR (Morocco) OR (Mozambique) OR 
(Myanmar) OR (Namibia) OR (Nepal) OR (Nicaragua) OR (Niger) OR (Nigeria) OR 
(Pakistan) OR (Palau) OR (Panama) OR (Papua New Guinea) OR (Paraguay) OR (Peru) 
OR (Philippines) OR (Romania) OR (Russia) OR (Rwanda) OR (Samoa) OR (São Tomé 
and Principe) OR (Senegal) OR (Serbia) OR (Seychelles) OR (Sierra Leone) OR (Solomon 
Islands) OR (Somalia) OR (South Africa) OR (South Sudan) OR (Sri Lanka) OR (St. Kitts 
and Nevis) OR (St. Lucia) OR (St. Vincent and the Grenadines) OR (Sudan) OR 
(Suriname) OR (Swaziland) OR (Syrian Arab Republic) OR (Tajikistan) OR (Tanzania) 
OR (Thailand) OR (Timor-Leste) OR (East Timor) OR (Togo) OR (Tonga) OR (Tunisia) 
OR (Turkey) OR (Turkmenistan) OR (Tuvalu) OR (Uganda) OR (Ukraine) OR 
(Uruguay) OR (Uzbekistan) OR (Vanuatu) OR (Venezuela) OR (Vietnam) OR (West 
Bank and Gaza) OR (Yemen) OR (Zambia) OR (Zimbabwe) OR (Latin America) OR 
(Central America) OR (Caribbean) OR (Eastern Europe) OR (South Asia) OR (Southeast 
Asia) OR (Africa)  

PILOT TEST 

The team developed a pilot test to ensure that the terms would capture relevant articles, 
and more terms were added after the pilot test was performed to fine-tune the search 
strategy (already reflected in the terms shown above). In preparation for this systematic 
review, the team had identified relevant IEs that satisfied the outcomes, methods, and 
country location criteria. The team then selected a subset of these studies to pilot test the 
search strategy in the EconLit and ScienceDirect databases. Most of the pilot articles 
were in both EconLit and ScienceDirect while keeping the searches to a reasonable 
number of results. Articles that could not be located were found in searches of 
subsequent databases.  

Round A: Bibliographic Databases 

The search term categories guided the search of relevant bibliographic databases. The 
ideal search strategy was the combination of A and B and C, though the team adapted 
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the exact terms of the search to each database to exclude high numbers of irrelevant 
results. General statistics on the number of results yielded from each database are 
provided in table B.1.  

Table B.1. Bibliographic Databases 
Database Total Results Potential IEs 

EconLit  1,920 375 
ScienceDirect* 3,791 (1,254) 148 
ProQuest* 2,058 (1,791) 143 
POPLINE 1,704 76 
PubMed/MEDLINE 312 30 
ERIC* 280 (136) 7 
ArticleFirst 862 102 
Scopus* 1,072 (866) 61 
SSRN* 405 (317) 41 
IDEAS* 1,860 (1,023) 26 
NBER 321 6 
JSTOR* 1,557 (1,001) 20 
SciELO 144 3 

Note: * indicates a search was truncated due to lack of relevant results; actual results examined are shown in parentheses. 

From the total results for each database, the team titles, subjects, and abstracts to 
identify the relevant IEs. The number of potential IEs reflects unique studies—
duplicates were eliminated using EndNote or as they were otherwise discovered, and 
these numbers would vary if the databases were searched in a different order. Searches 
were truncated if the previous 100 results had not yielded any relevant studies. A list of 
specific search terms used for each database is available on request.  

Round A: Supplemental Sources 

The team expected to find the most results through the bibliographic databases noted, 
but a number of searches in various supplemental sources were also conducted. More 
potential IEs were found, and this method also served as another check on the 
comprehensiveness of the initial bibliographic search strategy.  

IE-FOCUSED ORGANIZATIONS 

The team identified four organizations offering online IE databases. Due to the small 
number of publications available and the desire to be comprehensive, the team browsed 
all publications on the following websites and identified 35 relevant IEs: 

• Abdul Latif Jameel Poverty Action Lab (J-PAL): 
http://www.povertyactionlab.org 

• Innovations for Poverty Action (IPA): http://www.poverty-action.org 
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• International Initiative for Impact Evaluation (3IE): http://www.3ieimpact.org 

RELEVANT RESEARCH ORGANIZATIONS 

The team identified institutions involved in relevant development research but not 
focused solely on impact evaluation. Searching for publications on the websites of these 
organizations yielded the results shown in table B.2. 

Table B.2. Research Organizations 
Organization Name Potential IEs 

Population Council 0 
IFPRI 20 
RAND 8 
IZA 18 
GDN 5 
BREAD 2 

Note: IFPRI = International Food Policy Research Institute; RAND = RAND Corporation; IZA = Institute for the Study of Labor; 
GDN = Global Development Network; BREAD = Bureau for Research and Economic Analysis of Development. 

LEADING ECONOMIC JOURNALS 

The team considered that recently published editions of leading economic journals 
might be too recent to be indexed in the databases, which would cause the inadvertent 
exclusion of relevant IEs. To account for this possibility, the team searched the 2013 
issues of leading economic journals (table B.3). The list of journals was determined 
using the IDEAS/RePEc ranking and the team members’ own knowledge. The EconLit 
database already includes many of these journals, so only four more potential IEs were 
found.  
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Table B.3. Journals and Economists 
Journals Economists 

1. Quarterly Journal of Economics 
2. Journal of Economic Literature  
3. Journal of Political Economy 
4. Review of Economic Studies 
5. Journal of Economic Perspectives 
6. Economic Policy 
7. Carnegie-Rochester Conference Series 

on Public Policy 
8. American Economic Review 
9. Journal of Development Effectiveness 
10. Applied Economics 
11. Economic Development and Cultural 

Change 
12. Journal of Development Economics 
13. World Development 
14. World Bank Economic Review 
15. Journal of Labor Economics 
16. Labour Economics 
17. Journal of Health Economics 

1. Michele Adato 
2. Harold Alderman 
3. Orazio Attanasio 
4. Jere Behrman 
5. Anne Case  
6. Emanuela Galasso 
7. John Hoddinot 
8. John Maluccio 
9. Berk Ozler 
10. Susan Parker 
11. Agnes Quisumbing 
12. Martin Ravallion 
13. Norbert Schady 
14. Emmanuel Skoufias 

LEADING DEVELOPMENT ECONOMISTS 

The team browsed the curricula vitae of leading development economists to search for 
relevant publications. These economists were identified by experts on the systematic 
review team and complemented by authors from the pilot searches. The team identified 
15 additional studies not found elsewhere. A list of economists whose curricula vitae 
were searched is in table B.3. 

WEBSITES OF DONOR ORGANIZATIONS 

The team searched the websites of other bilateral and multilateral organizations, 
including Department for International Development, Inter-American Development 
Bank, Asian Development Bank, and the U.S. Agency for International Development. 
Search strategies varied based on the website, and 19 new, potential IEs were found. 

GLOBAL REPORTS 

The team reviewed text and references of three World Bank World Development 
Reports for relevant publications.  The team began with the most relevant reports—the 
2012 report on Gender Equality and Development, the 2006 report on Equity and 
Development, and the 2004 report on Making Services Work for Poor People—but 
suspended the review when it was discovered that most of the potential IEs found were 
already identified in the other searches. In each report, the team reviewed pertinent 
chapters, highlighted references from those chapters, and then searched for any articles 
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that appeared to be an IE. From the hundreds of references that were reviewed, only a 
few potential IEs were found that had not been identified previously.  

WORLD BANK DATABASES 

The bibliographic database and World Development Report searches yielded some IEs 
of World Bank projects or implemented by World Bank staff. World Bank databases 
were also searched to identify IEs that included the outcomes of interest, including the 
databases for Development Impact Evaluation Initiative, the Africa Impact Evaluation 
Initiative, the Strategic Impact Evaluation Fund, the Social Protection Publication 
Database, and the Poverty Impact Evaluation Database. Searching these databases 
identified 34 IEs. 

PROGRAM WEBSITES 

Since some of the interventions were designed specifically to allow for IEs, the 
programs’ official sites were searched to try to find any IEs that were done as part of the 
program. A list of programs for each intervention was made based on the potential IEs 
identified in the previous steps, and then a Google search was used to try to find the 
programs’ sites. This was most successful for the CCT programs. Ninety-three potential 
IEs were identified.  

OTHER IE SOURCES 

The remaining potential IEs were found through attending seminars, the team’s 
personal knowledge, or word of mouth. 

Round B: Systematic Reviews 

The team reviewed the reference lists of systematic reviews identified during Round A 
searches. Each title was reviewed, followed by an assessment of the abstract of those 
that seemed relevant. Reviews that were already in the database of studies were 
eliminated. Again, only a few potential IEs were identified through this process.  

Round C: Snowballing 

SNOWBALLING 

As part of the coding process, the team reviewed the reference list of each IE that 
studied NCPs, PW programs, and in-kind food transfers. Similar to the approach for the 
reference lists of the systematic reviews, the team identified relevant titles, checked 
subjects and abstracts, and eliminated any duplicates.  
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SCREENING STUDIES 

The following inclusion/exclusion criteria were applied to the titles, subjects, and 
abstracts of the studies to generate a list of potential IEs: 

• Interventions: Studies that evaluate selected interventions of CCTs or UCTs, 
NCPs, PWs, and in-kind food transfers.  

• Study design: Studies that evaluate interventions based on quantitative 
experimental or quasi-experimental IE design with a well-defined counterfactual 
were included. 

• Location: Studies of interventions that occur in a low-income or middle-income 
country, based on World Bank classifications, were selected.  

• Language: The search focused on studies in English, though we did include 
studies in Spanish, French, and Portuguese as we found them. 

• Publication date: Studies published since January 1, 1995 and after were 
included. 

• Unit of analysis: Studies that use regional or national time series data were 
excluded.  

• Peer review: IEs that were subjected to peer review (for example, published in a 
leading journal or a book) or are in the process of eliciting feedback from the 
research community (such as working papers or papers presented in 
conferences) were included. 

• Nonclinical interventions: Following the classification of efficacy and 
effectiveness studies in the World Bank’s handbook Impact Evaluation in Practice 
(Gertler and others 2011), only effectiveness studies were included. Efficacy 
studies and evaluations of interventions of a clinical nature were not included.  

The titles, subjects, and abstracts did not always provide enough information to 
determine if the study met the selection criteria, particularly regarding outcomes and 
study design. When it was unclear, the study was included as a potential IE to consider 
it further. The team performed a full-text review of all potential IEs followed by a 
gender screening and coded those that qualified as IEs that reported gender-
disaggregated effects of the selected interventions (see appendix C). 

SEARCH RESULTS 

In total, the team reviewed more than 15,000 search results across Rounds A, B, and C 
(figure B.1). From a title and abstract review of these results, 1,244 potential studies 
were identified. After another 10-minute text review of these studies, 435 studies were 
included as IEs of the selected interventions on a representative sample, and 810 studies 
were excluded for not meeting the criteria. The gender screening of these IEs yielded 
251 that reported gender-disaggregated/gender-relevant results—these IEs received a 
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full-text review for quality. Of these 251, there were 45 AAA IEs, 100 AA IEs, and 106 A 
IEs. This report analyzed the 145 AAA and AA IEs. 

Figure B.1. Process of Search and Selection of Impact Evaluations 

 
 

Search Rounds A, B, and C:
>15,000 Search Returns

Title and Abstract Review:
1245 Potential IEs

"10-Minute" Review

435  Impact Evaluations included 810 IEs excluded

Gender Screening 

Gender Screening Criteria:
iv. IEs presented outcomes disaggregated 
by gender.
v. IEs  evaluated gender specific outcomes
(maternal care, fertility, female 
empowerment, etc.).
vi. 251 IEs  met (iv) and/or (v); 184 IEs  did 
not meet (iv) and (v) and where excluded.  

Full Text Quality Review 
(251 IEs):

● 45 AAA-rated IEs
● 100 AA-rated IEs
● 106 A-rated IEs

Full Text Quality Criteria: 
vii. Extent to which identifying 
assumptions have been met for the main 
IE method.
viii. Robustness checks were carried out. 
ix. Severity of remaining threats to 
internal validity.
x. Based on the quality, measured by vii-
ix, the impact evaluation was classified as 
AAA, AA, or A. 

"10-Minute" Review Criteria: 
i. Studies evaluated a SSN 
ii. Studies used an impact evaluation 
method.
iii. 434 studies were impact evaluations as 
they satisfied  (i) and (ii). 

Inclusion/Exclusion Criteria

184  IEs Excluded

Systematic Review:
145 AAA and AA IEs 
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Appendix C. Approach to Coding Impact 
Evaluations 
After identifying studies based on a title and abstract review as outlined in the search 
strategy (appendix B), the potential IEs were retrieved and read in full, and the 
following approach was used to code the documents. This coding strategy is based on 
the one used in Delivering the Millennium Development Goals to Reduce Maternal and Child 
Mortality: A Systematic Review of Impact Evaluation Evidence.  

Step 1: 10-Minute Review 

Each study received a 10-minute review or a brief full-text examination to find the 
information described below. If the answer to any of the questions below was “no,” the 
study was not included for coding. 

1. Intervention of interest: Does the study evaluate one of the interventions of 
interest: CCTs, UCTs, PWs, NCPs, or in-kind food transfers?  

2. Counterfactual: Does the study use a counterfactual, that is, information on others 
who do not receive the treatment to proxy for what would have happened 
without the treatment? Studies that use time-series or before-after observations 
on the same treatment group but do not have a comparison group were not 
included. Studies without a control group but that provide convincing 
exogenous variation in the treatment were placed in a separate folder in EndNote 
for potential use. 

3. Impact evaluation method: Does the study use an appropriate impact evaluation 
method: randomized experiment, double or triple difference, matching, 
instrumental variable, regression discontinuity, or other IE method? 

4. Representative: Does the study take place in a low- or middle-income country and 
outside of a controlled environment and in a real-world context (for example, not 
in a lab)? 

5. Effectiveness: Is the study an effectiveness study instead of an efficacy study or an 
evaluation of an intervention of a clinical nature? 

Step 2: Gender Screening 

Impact evaluations that passed the 10-minute review were subjected to a gender 
screening to identify whether the authors reported gender-disaggregated effects for the 
intervention. These results could come from three different gender dimensions in the 
evaluation: 
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• Heterogeneous effects: Did the author use interaction terms to determine the 
differential impact on males versus females or conduct a separate analysis for 
males and females? 

• Gender-specific outcomes: Did the authors examine outcomes that are relevant for 
only one gender such as maternal health? 

• Design: Did the authors restrict the sample to a single gender? 

If the study included any of these gender dimensions, it was passed on for full coding. 

Step 3: Quality Rating 

For each study that passed the 10-minute review and the gender screening, the full text 
was read and a quality rating was determined. Internal validity was the primary 
consideration, but any other major concerns with the study (for example, data collection 
methods, sample size and representativeness, power, policy replicability) were also 
factored in.  

For the first half of the full-coding process, each study was double coded (two coders 
filled out the Quality and Evaluation Design section and provided a quality rating) to 
correctly assess the evaluation’s quality and to establish consistency across coders. Any 
disputes were settled after a third reading and rating by a senior coder. For the second 
half of the full-coding process, coders identified IEs for double coding that they felt 
were difficult to assess. As before, a second coder filled out the Quality and Evaluation 
Design section and provided a quality rating. 

The attached coding instrument provides each variable included in the Quality and 
Evaluation Design section, and key questions that required additional guidance are 
outlined below. 

6. Assessment of internal validity/quality of evaluation design was done with the 
estimation strategy used to evaluate impacts (see box A.3.1). The starting point 
was to identify the evaluation design (randomized or quasi-experimental) and IE 
methods (difference-in-differences [DD], matching, instrumental variables, or 
regression discontinuity) used to identify impacts by the study. Subsequently, 
reviewers assessed whether the relevant identification assumptions were 
satisfied or adequately discussed and coded this information as “all,” “some,” or 
“none” (that is, all, some, or none of the identification assumptions were 
satisfied) for each of the methods used in the study. Note that in adjacent 
columns where reviewers coded the extent to which assumptions were satisfied, 
they were expected to document the reasons why they coded it as they did.  

7. Assessment of the strength and stability of findings, usually achieved through various 
types of robustness checks. After determining the main impact evaluation method, 
robustness checks were coded based on the following questions: 
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A. Did the IE use multiple estimation methods?  
B. Did the IE use multiple specifications?  
C. Did the IE perform other robustness analyses (for instance, falsification tests, 

alternative ways to measure the treatment, multiple control groups, sensitivity 
analysis and bounds)? 
8. Rate overall quality of IEs based on the assessment of internal validity, robustness of 

findings, and any other major concerns. Reviewers rated the IEs as low (not meeting 
most of the criteria), medium (meeting some, but not all, of the criteria), or high 
(meeting most of the criteria). 
 

Box C.1. Quality of Evaluation Design and Internal Validity 
The quality of evaluation design is the most critical determinant of impact evaluation quality. It 
is the linchpin for estimating the share of the change in outcomes attributable to the 
intervention. The starting point for this exercise was to identify the evaluation design 
(experimental or quasi-experimental) and method (difference-in-difference, matching, 
instrumental variables, or regression discontinuity) used to identify program impacts. The next 
step was to assess whether the report provides a discussion of the assumptions or conditions 
under which the estimation method is valid: 

9. Assumptions under randomized experiment: (i) balanced treatment and control groups (the 
two groups having no statistically significant difference in main baseline or time-
invariant characteristics); and (ii) noncompliance or attrition (minimal incidence of 
beneficiaries not receiving treatment or leaving the program and vice versa). 

10. Assumptions under double difference: (i) parallel trending (the treatment and control 
groups progress similarly in the outcomes of interests); and (ii) time-varying 
confounders (no time-variant variables that may affect the progress of the outcomes 
other than the intervention). 

11. Assumptions under matching: (i) common support (the overlap in propensity scores or 
matching variables between the treatment and control group); (ii) balancing checks (the 
treatment and control groups having no statistically significant difference in main 
observable characteristics); (iii) matching on outcomes or covariates (the variables used 
to match are not affected by the intervention); and (iv) selection on unobservables (there 
should be a discussion of potential selection bias due to unobservable differences 
between the treatment and control). 

12. Assumptions under instrumental variables: (i) first stage tested (the relationship between 
the intervention and the instrument is statistically significant; F-test or Wald test); and 
(ii) exclusion restriction (the instrument affects the outcome only via the intervention). 

13. Assumptions under regression discontinuity: (i) sorting around the assignment rule 
(beneficiaries tricking the rule to be eligible for the treatment); and (ii) balanced 
covariates at discontinuity (the two subgroups above and below the eligibility cutoff 
have statistically similar characteristics). 
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Step 3: Code-Relevant Information 

After determining a rating for each study, additional information from medium and 
high studies was coded. Low studies were not coded further. Since many of the 
programs were evaluated multiple times, each program was assigned a number, and 
the program information and questions on external validity were coded once for each 
program in a separate document. The program number was then used in the full coding 
document. 

• Study information:  
• Country, author, year and type of publication 
• Type of World Bank involvement 

• Program or intervention information:  
• Program name, description, and an explanation of the benefits 
• Program beneficiaries (those whom the program is designed to benefit) 

and recipients (those who actually receive the money or in-kind 
transfer) and program targeting, including the poverty-targeting 
instrument  

• Delivery modality, implementer, and adherence/take-up rate  
• Model: 

• Any discussion of the underlying structural model and whether it 
incorporates gender 

• Data:  
• Sample size (total, treatment, control), data type, data source 
• Data collection procedures and use of retrospective data 
• Sampling strategy and unit of analysis 

• External validity:  
• Context for intervention 
• Type of government involvement or support 
• Barriers and enablers to intervention implementation, scaling up, and 

sustainability 
• Cost analysis:  

• Presence of cost analysis 
• Cost analysis methodology and estimates, by outcome 

• Findings: 
• Specific outcome, its classification based on the World Development 

Report 2012 (World Bank 2011), and the gender group for which it was 
estimated 

• Baseline value and estimate type 
• Estimate, standard error or confidence interval, significance level, t-

statistic, p-value 
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• Estimates of any heterogeneous effects and for which subgroups, by 
outcome 

The full dataset will be published separately and will include the full coding 
instrument. 
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Appendix D. List of Projects Included in the 
Study 

Project ID FY Project Title Region Country 
P082472 2003 National Emergency Employment Program for Rural Access SAR Afghanistan 
P113421 2010 Pension Administration and Safety Net Project SAR Afghanistan 
P092473 2005 Africa Emergency Locust Project AFR Africa 
P077739 2004 Poverty Reduction Support Credit 2 (PRSC 2) ECA Albania 
P116937 2011 Social Sector Reform Development Policy Loan ECA Albania 
P122233 2012 Social Assistance Modernization Project ECA Albania 
P078288 2003 Emergency Demobilization & Reintegration Project AFR Angola 

P126791 2013 Public & Social Sector Transformation Project LCR Antigua and 
Barbuda 

P073578 2003 Social Protect VI Project (Jefes de Hogar) LCR Argentina 
P083074 2003 Economic & Social Transition Structural Adjustment Loan LCR Argentina 
P055483 2006 Heads of Household Transition Project LCR Argentina 
P115183 2009 Argentina Basic Protection Project LCR Argentina 
P087620 2004 Social Protection Administration Project ECA Armenia 
P115626 2010 Armenia First Development Policy Operation ECA Armenia 
P116451 2011 Second Development Policy Operation ECA Armenia 
P049892 2004 Pension & Social Assistance Project ECA Azerbaijan 
P105116 2008 Social Protection Development ECA Azerbaijan 
P090832 2006 Third Development Support Credit SAR Bangladesh 
P112761 2009 Bangladesh Food Crisis Development Support Credit SAR Bangladesh 
P118701 2011 Employment Generation Program SAR Bangladesh 
P132634 2013 Safety Net Systems for the Poorest SAR Bangladesh 
P115700 2010 Belarus Development Policy Loan Project  ECA Belarus 
P117764 2012 Decentralized Community Driven Services Project AFR Benin 
P082700 2003 Social Safety Net Structural Adjustment Credit Project LCR Bolivia 
P087841 2004 Social Sector Programmatic Credit LCR Bolivia 
P091365 2005 Social Sector Programmatic Credit II LCR Bolivia 
P101084 2008 Investing in Children and Youth LCR Bolivia 

P084596 2004 Employment Support 2 Project ECA Bosnia and 
Herzegovina 

P116774 2010 Social Safety Nets & Employment Support Project ECA Bosnia and 
Herzegovina 

P116951 2010 Public Expenditure Crisis Development Policy Loan ECA Bosnia and 
Herzegovina 

P087713 2004 Bolsa Familia 1st APL LCR Brazil 
P101504 2011 Bolsa Familia 2nd APL LCR Brazil 
P126351 2012 Bahia Inclusion and Economic Development Policy Loan LCR Brazil 
P069532 2003 Social Investment and Employment Promotion Project (SIEP) ECA Bulgaria 
P102160 2009 Social Sectors Institutional Reform Development Policy Loan (SIR DPL II) ECA Bulgaria 
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Project ID FY Project Title Region Country 
P114236 2010 Agricultural Productivity & Food Security AFR Burkina Faso 
P081964 2004 Emergency Demobilization, Reinsertion & Reintegration Project AFR Burundi 
P117203 2010 Smallholder Agriculture & Social Protection Support Operation EAP Cambodia 
P128534 2013 Social Safety Nets AFR Cameroon 
P078860 2005 Second Poverty Reduction Support Credit AFR Cape Verde 
P106502 2009 Fourth Poverty Reduction Support Credit  AFR Cape Verde 
P082037 2004 Social Protection Technical Assistance Loan LCR Chile 
P078088 2004 Social Protection Sector Adjustment Loan  LCR Chile 
P069861 2003 Social Sector Adjustment Loan Project LCR Colombia 
P079060 2004 Programmatic Labor Reform & Social Structural Adjustment Loan LCR Colombia 
P089443 2006 Social Safety Net Project LCR Colombia 
P094097 2007 Third Programmatic Labor and Social Development Policy Loan LCR Colombia 
P101211 2009 Second Social Safety Net Project LCR Colombia 
P106708 2010 DPL on Promoting an Inclusive, Equitable and Efficient Social Protection System LCR Colombia 
P120631 2010 Emergency Crises Response Project AFR Comoros 

P115318 2010 Street Children Project  AFR Congo, Dem. 
Rep.  

P078658 2004 Emergency Demobilization & Reintegration Project AFR Congo, Dem. 
Rep. 

P122546 2012 Emergency Youth Employment & Skills Development Project AFR Côte d'Ivoire 
P069937 2005 Social Welfare Development Project ECA Croatia 
P117665 2010 Fiscal, Social and Financial Sector Development Policy Loan ECA Croatia 
P130328 2012 Crisis Response -Social Safety Net Project MNA Djibouti 
P094869 2007 Growth and Social Protection Technical Assistance Credit  LCR Dominica 

P085433 2004 Social Crisis Response Adjustment Loan LCR Dominican 
Republic 

P090010 2008 Social Sectors Investment Program LCR Dominican 
Republic 

P116972 2010 First Performance & Accountability of Social Sectors Development Policy Loan LCR Dominican 
Republic 

P115145 2010 Programmatic Public Finance & Social Sector Development Policy Loan LCR Dominican 
Republic 

P121778 2011 Second Performance & Accountability of Social Sectors Development Policy Loan LCR Dominican 
Republic 

P125806 2012 Third Performance & Accountability of Social Sectors Development Policy Loan LCR Dominican 
Republic 

P082395 2003 Programmatic Human Development Reform Loan Project LCR Ecuador 
P098167 2006 (APL1) Bono de Desarrollo Humano LCR Ecuador 
P126339 2012 Emergency Labor Intensive Investment Project MNA Egypt, Arab Rep. 
P088642 2006 Social Protection Project LCR El Salvador 
P114910 2009 Public Finance and Social Sector DPL LCR El Salvador 
P117440 2010 Income Support and Employability Project LCR El Salvador 
P118036 2010 Sustaining Social Gains for Economic Recovery LCR El Salvador 
P081773 2003 Emergency Drought Recovery Project AFR Ethiopia 
P087707 2005 Productive Safety Nets I  AFR Ethiopia 
P077749 2005 Second Poverty Reduction Support Operation Project AFR Ethiopia 
P098093 2007 Productive Safety Nets II  AFR Ethiopia 
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Project ID FY Project Title Region Country 
P113220 2010 Productive Safety Nets (APL III) AFR Ethiopia 
P112700 2010 Georgia: First Development Policy Operation ECA Georgia 
P117698 2011 Second Development Policy Operation ECA Georgia 
P122202 2012 Third Development Policy Operation ECA Georgia 
P113301 2009 Economic Governance and Poverty Reduction Credit AFR Ghana 
P115247 2010 Social Opportunities Project (FY10) AFR Ghana 
P117924 2011 Poverty Reduction Support Credit (PRSC-7) AFR Ghana 
P127314 2012 Poverty Reduction Support Grant (PRSG 8) AFR Ghana 
P117000 2010 Economic and Social Development Policy Loan LCR Grenada 
P123128 2012 Safety Net Advancement Project LCR Grenada 
P112312 2009 Fiscal and Institutional Development Policy Loan LCR Guatemala 
P107416 2010 Expanding Opportunities for Vulnerable Groups LCR Guatemala 
P131763 2013 First Programmatic Development Policy Loan LCR Guatemala 
P123900 2012 Productive Social Safety Net Project AFR Guinea 
P074762 2003 Public Sector Technical Assistance Credit LCR Guyana 
P095523 2006 Transport and Territorial Development Project LCR Haiti 
P123706 2013 Improving Maternal and Child Health Through Integrated Social Services LCR Haiti 
P082242 2006 Nutrition and Social Protection LCR Honduras 
P086775 2006 Rural Infrastructure Project LCR Honduras 
P088319 2006 Barrio-Ciudad Project LCR Honduras 
P115592 2010 Social Protection LCR Honduras 
P094513 2005 Emergency Tsunami Reconstruction Project SAR India 
P110191 2009 Fifth Development Policy Loan EAP Indonesia 
P126162 2013 Institutional, Tax Administration, Social and Investment DLP (INSTANSI) EAP Indonesia 
P119214 2010 Fiscal Sustainability Development Policy Loan MNA Iraq 
P076837 2003 National Community Development Project LCR Jamaica 
P105024 2008 Social Protection Project LCR Jamaica 
P100546 2008 Social Protection Enhancement Project MNA Jordan 
P117023 2010 Recovery Under Global Uncertainty Development Policy Loan MNA Jordan 
P111545 2009 Cash Transfer for Orphan and Vulnerable Children  AFR Kenya 
P111546 2010 Youth Empowerment Project  AFR Kenya 
P112227 2011 First Sustainable Employment Development Policy Operation ECA Kosovo 
P084977 2006 Health and Social Protection Project ECA Kyrgyz Republic 
P126278 2013 Second Health and Social Protection Project ECA Kyrgyz Republic 
P115732 2010 Safety Net & Social Sector Reform Program ECA Latvia 
P121796 2011 Second Safety Net and Social Sector Reform ECA Latvia 
P094288 2008 Reform Implementation Development Policy Loan MNA Lebanon 
P124761 2013 Social Promotion & Protection Project MNA Lebanon 
P121686 2010 Youth, Employment, Skills Project AFR Liberia 
P074358 2004 Social Protection Project ECA Macedonia, FYR 
P103974 2009 Conditional Cash Transfers Project ECA Macedonia, FYR 
P116984 2010 First Programmatic Development Policy Loan ECA Macedonia, FYR 
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Project ID FY Project Title Region Country 
P080345 2003 Emergency Economic Recovery Credit  AFR Madagascar 
P070999 2005 Poverty Reduction Support Credit 1 AFR Madagascar 
P113134 2009 Emergency Food Security & Reconstruction Project AFR Madagascar 
P075911 2003 Third Social Action Fund (MASAF III)  AFR Malawi 
P080368 2003 Emergency Drought Recovery Project  AFR Malawi 
P110446 2008 Third Social Action Fund (MASAF III) APL II  AFR Malawi 
P126155 2013 Rapid Response Development Policy Grant AFR Malawi 
P094193 2005 Post Tsunami Emergency Project SAR Maldives 
P104743 2009 Pension and Social Protection Administration. SAR Maldives 
P127328 2013 Emergency Safety Nets Project AFR Mali 
P125694 2012 First Public Sector Performance Development Policy Loan AFR Mauritius 
P128140 2013 Second Public Sector Performance Development Policy Loan AFR Mauritius 
P115067 2009 Support to Oportunidades Project LCR Mexico 
P095250 2007 Health Services and Social Assistance ECA Moldova 
P112625 2010 Economic Recovery Development Policy Operation ECA Moldova 

P120913 2011 Strengthen the Effectiveness of the Social Safety Nets - Results-Based Financing 
Specific Investment Loan ECA Moldova 

P115737 2009 Development Policy Credit EAP Mongolia 
P119825 2010 Mongolia Multi-Sector Technical Assistance Project EAP Mongolia 
P117421 2011 Second Development Policy Credit Program EAP Mongolia 
P129524 2013 Social Safety Net project AFR Mozambique 
P110762 2008 Peace Support Project SAR Nepal 
P113002 2009 Social Safety Nets Project SAR Nepal 
P074760 2003 Programmatic Structural Adjustment Credit LCR Nicaragua 
P121779 2011 Nicaragua Social Protection LCR Nicaragua 
P123399 2011 Niger Safety Net Project AFR Niger 
P121455 2012 State Employment & Expenditure for Results Project AFR Nigeria 
P126964 2013 Youth Employment & Social Support Operation AFR Nigeria 
P099110 2006 Pakistan Earthquake ERC SAR Pakistan 
P090690 2007 Second Poverty Reduction Support Credit SAR Pakistan 
P103160 2009 Social Safety Net SAR Pakistan 
P113372 2009 Poverty Reduction & Economic Support Operation SAR Pakistan 
P115638 2010 Social Safety Nets Development Policy Credit SAR Pakistan 

P121394 2011 Khyber Pakhtunkhwa (KP) and Federally Administered Tribal Areas (FATA) 
Emergency Recovery Project  SAR Pakistan 

P098328 2008 Social Protection Project LCR Panama 
P115177 2009 Protecting the Poor under Global Uncertainty Development Policy Loan LCR Panama 
P123255 2011 Development Policy Loan LCR Panama 
P127332 2013 Second Programmatic Development Policy Loan LCR Panama 

P114042 2011 Urban Youth Employment Project EAP Papua New 
Guinea 

P073817 2003 Programmatic Social Reform Loan Project LCR Peru 
P078951 2004 Programmatic Social Reform III LCR Peru 
P083968 2005 Programmatic Social Reform Loan IV LCR Peru 
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Project ID FY Project Title Region Country 
P101086 2007 Results and Accountability (REACT)DPL Development Policy Loan LCR Peru 

P101177 2009 Second Results & Accountability.(REACT) Development Policy Loan/Deferred 
Drawdawn Option LCR Peru 

P117310 2011 Results in Nutrition for Juntos SWAP LCR Peru 
P116264 2011 Third Results & Accountability(REACT) Programmatic DPL  LCR Peru 
P131029 2013 Social Inclusion Technical Assistance Loan LCR Peru 
P131028 2013 Social Inclusion Development Policy Loan LCR Peru 
P113492 2009 Food Crisis Response Development Policy Operation EAP Philippines 

P116125 2009 Employment, Entrepreneurship & Human Capital Development policy Program 
DPL ECA Poland 

P127433 2012 First Development Policy Loan ECA Poland 
P067575 2003 Private Sector Adjustment Loan 2 (PSAL 2) ECA Romania 

P102018 2010 First Development Policy Loan for the Proposed Public Financial Management, 
Social Protection and Financial Sector Strengthening Program  ECA Romania 

P121673 2011 Social Assistance System Modernization Project ECA Romania 
P117667 2011 Second Development Policy Loan  ECA Romania 
P122222 2012 Third Development Policy Loan ECA Romania 

P082018 2005 Kazan Municipal Development Project ECA Russian 
Federation 

P106834 2009 First Community Living Standards Grant AFR Rwanda 
P117758 2010 Second Community Living Standards Grant AFR Rwanda 
P122157 2011 Third Community Living Standards Grant AFR Rwanda 
P126877 2012 Support to Social Protection System  AFR Rwanda 
P131666 2013 Second Support to Social Protection System  AFR Rwanda 
P074065 2005 First Poverty Reduction Support Credit AFR Senegal 

P115938 2009 Rapid Response Child-Focused Social Cash Transfer and Nutrition Security 
Project AFR Senegal 

P078390 2003 Social Sector Adjustment Credit ECA Serbia 
P078457 2005 Structural Adjustment Credit 2 (SAC 2) ECA Serbia 
P108759 2010 Public Expenditure Loan ECA Serbia 
P120399 2011 Second Public Expenditure Development Policy Loan ECA Serbia 
P114822 2010 Seychelles Development Policy Lending AFR Seychelles 
P125202 2013 First Sustainability & Competitiveness Development Policy Loan AFR Seychelles 
P079335 2003 National Social Action Project AFR Sierra Leone 
P121052 2010 Youth Employment Support  AFR Sierra Leone 
P114987 2010 Rapid Employment Project EAP Solomon Islands 
P143915 2013 Safety Net and Skills Development AFR South Sudan 
P117016 2010 Economic and Social Development Policy Loan LCR St. Lucia 
P110156 2011 Swaziland Health, HIV/AIDS & TB Project  AFR Swaziland 
P122039 2011 Social Safety Net Strengthening Project ECA Tajikistan 

P133327 2013 Second Public Employment for Sustainable Agriculture & Water Resource 
Management Project ECA Tajikistan 

P085786 2005 Tanzania Second Social Action Fund  AFR Tanzania 
P124045 2012 Productive Social Safety Net AFR Tanzania 
P127200 2012 Community Development and Safety Nets Project AFR Togo 
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Project ID FY Project Title Region Country 
P126453 2012 Economic Recovery Operation EAP Tonga 
P117161 2011 Employment Development Policy Loan Project MNA Tunisia 
P111633 2009 Second Northern Uganda Social Action Fund Project  AFR Uganda 
P075231 2006 Social Assistance System Modernization Project ECA Ukraine 
P077172 2003 Structural Adjustment Loan LCR Uruguay 
P095028 2005 Social Program Support Development Policy Loan LCR Uruguay 
P083927 2007 First Programmatic Reform Implementation Development Policy Loan LCR Uruguay 

P116215 2011 First Programmatic Public Sector Competitiveness & Social Inclusion 
Development Policy Loan LCR Uruguay 

P123242 2012 Second Programmatic Pubic Sector, Competitiveness & Social Inclusion 
Development Policy Loan LCR Uruguay 

P104097 2007 Program 135 Phase 2 Support Credit EAP Vietnam 
P122414 2011 Private Sector Growth & Social Protection MNA Yemen, Rep. 
P082976 2004 Third Public Works MNA Yemen, Rep.  
P117608 2010 Social Welfare Fund Institutional Support Project MNA Yemen, Rep.  
P117949 2010 Social Fund for Development IV MNA Yemen, Rep.  
P122594 2012 Labor Intensive Public Works Project MNA Yemen, Rep.  
P133811 2013 Emergency Crisis Recovery Project MNA Yemen, Rep.  
P080612 2003 Emergency Drought Recovery Project AFR Zambia 
Note: EAP = East Asia and Pacific Region; ECA = Europe and Central Asia Region; LCR = Latin America and the Caribbean 
Region; MNA = Middle East and North Africa Region; SAR = South Asia Region; SSA = Sub-Saharan Africa Region. 
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