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[SHORT INTRODUCTION]

Explosive Ordnance Contamination and Access for Land for Farming/Herding
[Summary of results under “Explosive Ordnance Contamination and Access to Land for Farming/Herding”]

Household-Level Economic Indicators 
[Summary of results under “Economic Indicators”/ “At the Household Level”]

Household-Level Economic Indicators 
[Summary of results under “Economic Indicators”/ “At the Community Level”]

Recommendations

[Summary of main recommendations]
[bookmark: _Toc172737541]1. INTRODUCTION

[bookmark: _Toc172737543][bookmark: _Toc172737544]1.1 PROJECT OVERVIEW
[Overview of the specific intervention this study is conducted under.]

1.2 RESEARCH/EVALUATION OBJECTIVES
[bookmark: _Toc172737545][Overview of research objectives]


[bookmark: _Toc66732122]2. METHODOLOGY 
[bookmark: _Toc24891438]
[Describe the methodology utilized]

[bookmark: _Toc170678341][bookmark: _Toc172737546]2.1 QUALITATIVE DATA COLLECTION 
[Describe the qualitative data collection methods used, including information on the number of key informant interviews/focus group discussions conducted, stakeholders targeted, etc.]

[bookmark: _Toc170678342][bookmark: _Toc172737547]2.2 QUANTITATIVE DATA COLLECTION 
[Describe the quantitative data collection methods used, including information on the number and type of surveys conducted, etc.]

[bookmark: _Toc170678343][bookmark: _Toc172737548]2.3 LIMITATIONS 
[Include information on possible limitations to the study.]



[bookmark: _Toc172737549]3. DEMOGRAPHICS
[bookmark: _Toc172737557][bookmark: _Hlk172510304]This section should provide a detailed overview of the key characteristics of the two groups surveyed (i.e., the intervention and comparison communities), offering context for understanding the findings to be presented later. For this, you will need to calculate frequencies, percentages, and average values for the following demographic and socio-economic variables:

· Age of respondents in the sample: d2_age[footnoteRef:1]  [1:  “How old are you?”] 

· Sex of the household head: to be created based on d1_sex,[footnoteRef:2]  d6_hhsex,[footnoteRef:3]  and d5_hhhead[footnoteRef:4] [2:  “For the enumerator to fill in: Sex of the respondent.”]  [3:  “What is the gender of the household head?”]  [4:  “Are you the head of your household?”] 

· Educational attainment among household heads: to be created based on d3_education,[footnoteRef:5] d8_hhedu,[footnoteRef:6] and d5_hhhead [5:  “What is the highest level of formal education you have attained?”]  [6:  “What is the highest level of formal education attained by the household head?”] 

· Employment status of the household head: to be created based on d4_employ,[footnoteRef:7]  d8_hhemploy,[footnoteRef:8]  and d5_hhhead [7:  “Are you currently employed?”]  [8:  “Is the head of household currently employed?”] 

· Displacement status of surveyed households: d9_hhtype[footnoteRef:9] [9:  “Which of the following best describes your household's current situation in terms of displacement?”] 

· Household size and age composition disaggregated by sex: the 12 variables from d10_hhmembers[footnoteRef:10]  to d22_hhsenior_f[footnoteRef:11] [10:  “How many members does your household consist of? This number should include yourself.”]  [11:  “How many of them are female?” This is a follow up question to question d20_hhsenior (“How many household members are over 65 years of age?”)] 

· Employment/unemployment among household members: variables from d23_employed[footnoteRef:12]  to d28_unemployed_f[footnoteRef:13] [12:  “How many of the household members are currently working? This includes household members who carry out work in exchange for remuneration payable in cash or in kind (e.g., casual labor, permanent labor, etc.)”]  [13:  “How many of them are female?” This is a follow up question to question d26_hhunemployed (“How many household members are currently not employed but actively looking for employment?”)] 

· Disability among household members: the four variables from d29_disability[footnoteRef:14]  to d32_disability_f[footnoteRef:15] [14:  “Do any members of your household have a disability?”]  [15:  “How many of them are female?” This is a follow up question to question d30_disability (“How many household members have a disability?”)] 


Since the two samples will likely include observations where the respondent might not be the head of the household, it is important to consider this in the analysis phase. New variables will need to be created, based on already existing data, to accurately capture and analyze key information about the household head across all observations.

For instance, for the variable sex of the household head, you would need to create a new variable, which can be called “hh_head_sex,” and populate it with the available data in the following manner:

· If the respondent is the household head, use the data from the existing variable “d1_sex” (which captures the respondent’s sex) to populate the “hh_head_sex” variable.
· If the respondent is not the household head, use the data from the variable “d6_hhsex” (which specifically captures the sex of the household head) to populate the “hh_head_sex” variable.

Follow the above example to create new variables to determine educational attainment and employment among the heads of the households sampled. 

Concerning the interpretation of findings, highlight the key differences and similarities between the intervention and comparison communities based on the calculated values. Then, provide insights into what these differences might mean for the study, such as potential factors influencing displacement or employment differences.

Ensure to include charts or graphs to visually depict the differences and similarities between the two communities for each variable. Below are some graphs that can be used for that end.

Figure 1. Sex of Household Heads in the Sample (n=)

Figure 2. Displacement Status Among Households in the Sample (n=)

Figure 3. Employment Among Household Heads in the Sample (n=)

4. EXPLOSIVE ORDNANCE CONTAMINATION AND ACCESS TO LAND FOR FARMING/HERDING

This section will be based on the analysis of the following variables

· Restricted access to land for farming/herding due to EO contamination: f1_eo[footnoteRef:16] [16:  “Is your household unable to access any land for farming/herding due to explosive ordnance contamination? This could be land your household owns or land your household does not own but can use for farming purposes.”] 

· Changes in the land size over the previous two years: f2_change[footnoteRef:17] [17:  “In the past two years, did anything change in terms of the size of the land your household uses for farming/herding?”] 

· Factors that caused changes in the size of land available for farming/herding: f3_reason[footnoteRef:18] [18:  “What caused this change in the size of the land you use for farming/herding?”] 


Restricted Access to Land for Farming/Herding due to EO Contamination
Based on data obtained for f1_eo, the analysis aims to understand the extent of land contamination by EO and how it affects households' ability to access and use land for farming or herding. 

Firstly, calculate the frequency and percentage of households that fall into each category of land contamination (e.g., "all land is contaminated," "more than half," etc.) Secondly, to identify whether households with certain characteristics are more likely to be affected by land contamination, perform cross-tabulations to explore how land contamination correlates with other variables, such as income-generating activity (farming, herding or both), household displacement status, etc. If at the evaluation stage, analyze trends over time (by comparing endline with baseline results) to see if the percentage of contaminated land has changed, potentially as a result of mine clearance efforts.

Figure 4. Reports on EO Contaminated Land for Farming/Herding (n=)

Changes in the Land Size Over Previous Two Years 
The analysis of the variable f2_change aims to understand how the size of land available for farming or herding has changed over the two years before data collection. 

Firstly, calculate the frequency and percentage of households reporting an increase, decrease, or no change in the size of the land they use for farming/herding. This will provide a clear overview of how widespread land size changes are among the surveyed households in the intervention and comparison communities.

Secondly, to identify whether households with certain characteristics are more likely to experience changes in land size, perform cross-tabulations to explore how these changes correlate with other variables, such as income-generating activity (farming, herding, or both), household displacement status, or land contamination status. This will help uncover potential patterns or factors associated with increases or decreases in land size. Again, conduct this analysis separately for both the intervention and comparison communities.

At the evaluation stage, analyze trends over time (by comparing endline with baseline data) to determine whether the size of land available for farming/herding has generally increased or decreased. Again, this should be done for both the intervention and comparison communities.

Figure 5. Reported Changes in the Size of Land Available for Farming/Herding (n=)

Throughout the analysis, triangulate the results with findings from qualitative interviews and other relevant sources.

Factors that Caused Changes in the Size of Land Available for Farming/Herding
Through the analysis of variable f3_reason, we aim to understand the factors that caused changes in the size of land available for farming or herding over the two years before data collection. This will help identify the key drivers influencing land usage in both the intervention and comparison communities.

Calculate the frequency and percentage of households that attribute changes in land size to each identified factor (mine clearance, purchase of additional land, sale of land, etc.) This should be done separately for both the intervention and comparison communities. You can include the most relevant factors (for instance, those selected by at least 10% of respondents) in graphs, as shown below.

Figure 6. Factors Behind Increase in the Size of the Land Available for Farming/Herding (n=)

Like with previous analysis, perform cross-tabulations to identify whether certain household characteristics are associated with specific factors causing changes in land size. Key variables to consider include income-generating activity (farming, herding, or both), household displacement status, and land contamination status.

Figure 7. Factors Behind Decrease in the Size of the Land Available for Farming/Herding (n=)

At the evaluation stage, analyze trends over time by comparing endline data with baseline data to determine whether the relevance of different factors has changed over the two years. This trend analysis should be conducted separately for both the intervention and comparison communities.

Throughout the analysis, triangulate the results with findings from qualitative interviews and other relevant sources.

5. ECONOMIC INDICATORS

5.1 AT THE HOUSEHOLD LEVEL

5.1.1 Access to Basic Resources and Services
The analysis in this section aims to determine the extent to which these households face challenges in accessing essential resources and services and, in some cases, to identify the factors contributing to these challenges in both the intervention and comparison communities. To achieve this, variables related to farmer/herder households’ access to food, water, healthcare, and education will be analyzed:

· Restricted access to sufficient food: e1_food[footnoteRef:19] [19:  “In the past month, did it ever happen that your household did not have access to sufficient food?”] 

· Restricted access to sufficient water: e2_water[footnoteRef:20] [20:  “In the past month, did it ever happen that your household did not have access to sufficient water?”] 

· Restricted access to clean water: e3_clean[footnoteRef:21] [21:  “In the past month, did it ever happen that your household did not have access to clean water?”] 

· Restricted access to healthcare due to financial constraints: e4_health[footnoteRef:22] [22:  “In the past year, has any household member been unable to receive necessary medical care due to financial constraints?”] 

· Restricted access to education for children between 6 and 17 years old: e5_education,[footnoteRef:23] e6_why,[footnoteRef:24] and e7_other[footnoteRef:25] [23:  “In the past year, has any household member between 6 to 17 years been unable to attend education?”]  [24:  “Why were one or more of the household members between 6 to 17 years unable to attend education?”]  [25:  “If other, please explain.”] 


Restricted Access to Sufficient Food, Sufficient Water, and Clean Water
Through the analysis of this variable, we aim to understand the extent to which households have experienced insufficient access to food and water and restricted access to clean water in the past month.

Calculate the frequencies and percentages of households that reported not having access to sufficient food, sufficient water, and/or clean water in the past month. This will provide an overview of the prevalence of food insecurity and (safe) water access issues among surveyed households in both the intervention and comparison communities. Compare the results between the intervention and comparison communities to identify any significant differences.

Figure 8. Percentage of HHs with Limited Access to (…) over the Month Prior to Data Collection (n=)

The figure above presents the overall results on limited access by combining data from the two response options: “Yes, once” and “Yes, more than once”. The data can also be presented separately for the two answers. Another alternative that would help present the severity of the access issues would include calculating a cumulative severity score per sample (or household group within the two samples) for each of the above variables or for the three of them, as described in the box below.Calculating a Cumulative Severity Score in a Sample

1. Create a severity score based on the coded responses by:
1.1. Recoding the existing responses and assigning wights to them as follows:
"No, never": recode as 0 and assign a weight of 0 (as it indicates no access issues)
"Yes, once": recode as 1 and assign a weight of 1 (as it indicates moderate access issues)
"Yes, more than once": recode as 2 and assign a weight of 2 (as it indicates a more severe access issues)
1.2. Calculating the severity score for each household would be the numerical value assigned based on the response:
“No, never” = 0 (no severity)
“Yes, once” = 1 (moderate severity)
“Yes, more than once” = 2 (high severity)

2. Calculate the cumulative severity score for each sample (intervention and comparison communities) or group within each sample (female- and male-headed households, etc.) by:
2.1. Summing all individual household scores to get a total cumulative severity score
2.2. Dividing the total cumulative severity score by the number of households in that sample or group to obtain an average severity score.

3. A suggested interpretation of the results is as follows:
3.1. 0 to 0.5: Minimal issues; households are generally stable.
3.2. 0.5 to 1: Occasional issues; some households face challenges, but it’s not a major concern.
3.3. 1 to 1.5: Increasing concerns; access issues are becoming more frequent.
3.4. 1.5 to 2: Serious concerns; access issues are prevalent and represent a significant barrier. 

*Note: The score can be based on data on the three variables combined (e1_food, e2_water, and e3_clean).



  


Next, conduct cross-tabulations to explore how various household characteristics, such as income level, household size, or income-generating activities (farming, herding, or both), may be associated with reported food insecurity and (safe) water access issues. This analysis will help identify patterns or correlations between these characteristics and access issues, offering valuable insights into the most vulnerable groups. 

Next, compare baseline and endline data to assess whether the proportion of households reporting insufficient access to food and (safe) water has changed compared to the baseline.

Throughout the analysis, triangulate the results with findings from qualitative interviews and other relevant sources.

Restricted Access to Healthcare due to Financial Constraints
This analysis aims to help identify the prevalence of issues related to restrained access to healthcare due to financial barriers. The data collected for variable e4_health can be analyzed following the instructions in the subsection on access to sufficient food, water, and clean water.

Throughout the analysis, triangulate the results with findings from qualitative interviews and other relevant sources.

Restricted Access to Education for Children 6-17 years old
This analysis will provide an overview of the prevalence of educational access issues within the sampled households, allowing for comparisons between the intervention and comparison communities. The data collected for variable e5_education can be analyzed following the instructions in the subsection on access to sufficient food, water, and clean water.

For households that reported one or more children could not attend education, analyze the reasons provided for non-attendance (e6_why) and any other possible reasons (e7_other).

Throughout the analysis, triangulate the results with findings from qualitative interviews and other relevant sources.

5.1.2 Purchasing Power
This section will focus on the analysis of several variables related to farmer/herder households’ income to gain a comprehensive understanding of the income dynamics among farmer/herder households. The variables can be categorized into the following themes:

· Sources of household income among farmers/herders: e8_sources[footnoteRef:26] and e9_other[footnoteRef:27] [26:  “Which of these sources of income does your family have at its disposal to get by?”]  [27:  “If other, please explain.”] 

· Household monthly income among farmers/herders: e10_income[footnoteRef:28] [28:  “What is your household’s average monthly income (in Yemeni Rial)? This is the total income of all household members in a month.”] 

· Income variability over the 12 months before data collection: e11_vary[footnoteRef:29], e12_lowest,[footnoteRef:30] and e13_highest[footnoteRef:31] [29:  “Does your income vary by season?"]  [30:  “What has been the lowest monthly income (in Yemeni Rial) your household earned in the past 12 months?"]  [31:  “What has been the highest monthly income (in Yemeni Rial) your household earned in the past 12 months?"] 

· Changes in household income as opposed to a year before data collection: e14_compare[footnoteRef:32] and e15_change[footnoteRef:33] [32:  “Compared to one year ago, is your household income now higher, the same or lower?"]  [33:  “Please explain why your household income has changed when compared with one year ago."] 

· Impact of EO contamination on household income: e16_contamination[footnoteRef:34] and e17_impact[footnoteRef:35] [34:  “Does explosive ordnance contamination have a negative impact on your household's income? For example, are you unable to earn more money due to explosive ordnance contamination?"]  [35:  “Please explain in detail how explosive ordnance contamination negatively impacts your income."] 

· Impact of climate change on household income: e18_climate[footnoteRef:36] and e19_impact[footnoteRef:37] [36:  “Do any climate-related factors, including drought, unseasonal rainfall, temperature extremes, etc., have a negative impact on your household's income? For example, are you unable to earn more money due to climate related factors?"]  [37:  “Please explain in detail what climate-related factors negatively impact your income and how."] 

· Impact of other factors on household income: e20_other[footnoteRef:38] and e21_impact[footnoteRef:39] [38:  “Do any other factors have a negative impact on your household's income?"]  [39:  “Please explain in detail what other factors negatively impact your income and how."] 


Sources of Household Income
The analysis of the variables e8_sources and e9_other will provide a clear overview of the most common sources of income. It will allow for comparisons between the intervention and comparison communities to see if certain sources are more prevalent among farmers and herders in one community versus the other. 

Firstly, calculate the frequency and percentage of households that utilize each identified income source (e.g., government salary, daily labor, farming revenues, remittances, etc.). This analysis should be conducted separately for both the intervention and comparison communities. The results should then be compared to identify potential differences and similarities between the two communities.

Secondly, perform cross-tabulations to explore whether certain household characteristics are associated with specific income sources. Key household characteristics to include in the cross-tabulations include household income-generating activities (farming, herding, or both), household displacement status, sex of the household head, and other relevant factors. This will help identify patterns or correlations between household characteristics and reliance on particular income sources.

Figure 9. Main Sources of Income among HHs in the Two Samples (n=)

Thirdly, at the evaluation stage, compare baseline and endline results to assess whether there have been any changes in income sources over time. The analysis should be conducted separately for both the intervention and comparison communities to identify any temporal changes within and between these communities.

Throughout the analysis, triangulate the results with findings from qualitative interviews and other relevant sources.

Household Monthly Income
Through the analysis of this variable (e10_income), we aim to understand the average monthly income of households, which represents the total income earned by all household members in a given month.

Calculate the mean, median, and range of the average monthly income reported by households. This will provide a summary of the typical income levels, as well as the spread of income across households, helping to identify the economic diversity within both the intervention and comparison communities. You can then categorize the household incomes into different brackets (e.g., low, middle, high) and calculate the frequency and percentage of households falling into each income bracket. 

Additionally, conduct cross-tabulations to explore whether certain household characteristics, such as the number of employed household members, the sex of the household head, the type of income-generating activities (farming, herding, or both), household size, or household displacement status, are associated with higher or lower average monthly incomes.

Figure 10. Average Income Among Households in the Two Samples, in YER (x1,000) (n=)


At the evaluation stage, compare baseline and endline data to assess whether the average monthly income has increased, decreased, or remained stable over time.

Throughout the analysis, triangulate the results with findings from qualitative interviews and other relevant sources.

Income Variability
Through the analysis of these variables (e11_vary, e12_lowest, e13_highest), we aim to understand how household income varies by season and identify the income extremes (lowest and highest monthly income) experienced by households over the past 12 months. 

First, calculate the frequency and percentage of households reporting seasonal income variability based on the responses to whether their income varies by season. This analysis will allow for comparisons between the intervention and comparison communities to see if seasonal variability is more common in one group.

Then, calculate the mean, median, and range for households' lowest and highest monthly incomes over the 12 months before data collection. This will provide a summary of the income extremes, offering insights into the economic volatility within the communities. Calculating the average difference between the lowest and highest household income in the two samples can more clearly illustrate the extent of income variability.









Figure 11. Average Difference Between Lowest and Highest Income Among Sampled Households, in YER (x1,000) (n=)


Conduct cross-tabulations to explore whether certain household characteristics, such as income-generating activities (farming, herding, or both), household size, or household displacement status, are associated with seasonal income variability or with higher/lower income extremes. This will shed light on which factors might influence income volatility in both the intervention and comparison communities.

At the evaluation stage, compare baseline and endline data to assess whether there have been changes in income variability and extremes compared to the baseline.

Throughout the analysis, triangulate the results with findings from qualitative interviews and other relevant sources.

Changes in Household Income Over Previous Year
Through the analysis of variables e14_compare and e15_change, we aim to understand how household income has changed over the past year. This analysis will provide insights into the economic trends within households and identify the reasons behind these changes in both the intervention and comparison communities.

First, calculate the frequency and percentage of households reporting that their income is much higher, somewhat higher, the same, somewhat lower, or much lower compared to one year ago (e14_compare). This will help highlight trends in economic improvement or decline within both the intervention and comparison communities.

Second, conduct cross-tabulations to explore whether certain household characteristics, such as income-generating activities (farming, herding, or both), household displacement status, or household size, are associated with changes in income levels.











Figure 12. Reported Changes in HH Income Compared to Previous Year (n=)


Third, analyze the open responses obtained for e15_change to identify the key factors contributing to changes in income levels. Categorize and summarize the reasons given by households for changes in income. These can include crop yields, market conditions, or other economic factors. This analysis will provide context for the observed income trends and help understand the underlying drivers of economic change.

At the evaluation stage, compare baseline and endline data to assess how the proportion of households reporting higher, the same, or lower income has changed over time. This will help determine whether economic conditions have generally improved, stabilized, or worsened when compared to the baseline.

Throughout the analysis, triangulate the results with findings from qualitative interviews and other relevant sources.

Impact of EO Contamination on Household Income
Through the analysis of variables e16_contamination and e17_impact, we aim to understand the extent to which EO contamination negatively impacts household income. 

To give a clear overview of how widespread the issue is among the sampled households, calculate the frequency and percentage of households reporting that EO contamination negatively impacts their income (e16_contamination).

Then, conduct cross-tabulations to explore what household characteristics, if any, are associated with reports of EO contamination negatively impacting income. This will help identify patterns or correlations between household characteristics and the impact of EO contamination, offering insights into which groups are most vulnerable to these economic challenges.

Analyze the open responses gathered for e17_impact[footnoteRef:40] to identify the specific ways in which EO contamination is affecting households. Categorize and summarize the reasons given by households. [40:  “Please explain in detail how explosive ordnance contamination negatively impacts your income."] 


At the evaluation stage, compare baseline and endline data to assess how the proportion of households reporting a negative impact from EO contamination on their income has changed over time. This comparison will help determine whether the economic impact of EO contamination has decreased, remained the same, or worsened compared to the baseline.

Follow the same steps for variables on the impact of climate change on household income (e18_climate and e19_impact) and the impact of other factors on household income (e20_other and e21_impact).

Throughout the analysis, triangulate the results with findings from qualitative interviews and other relevant sources.

5.1.3 Household Economic Status
The economic status of households will be determined based on the analysis of several variables categorized in the following themes:

· Household savings: e22_savings[footnoteRef:41] and e23_howmuch[footnoteRef:42] [41:  “Does your household have any savings?”]  [42:  “How much does your household have in savings (in Yemeni Rial) at this moment?”] 

· Household debt: e24_debt[footnoteRef:43] and e25_howmuch[footnoteRef:44] [43:  “Does your household have any debt?”]  [44:  “How much does your household have in total debt (in Yemeni Rial) at this moment?”] 

· Household assets: 17 variables between h1_vehicles[footnoteRef:45] and h17_others[footnoteRef:46] [45:  “Do you or anyone in your household own any of the following vehicles?”]  [46:  “How many (name other livestock) does your household own?”] 


Household Savings and Debt
This analysis aims to assess the financial resilience of households by examining the presence and amount of savings and debt in both the intervention and comparison communities. This analysis will allow for comparisons between the intervention and comparison communities, to determine if there are notable differences in financial behavior and economic resilience.

Firstly, calculate the frequency and percentage of households that report having any savings or debt. This analysis should be done separately for savings and debt, as well as for the intervention and comparison community. Compare the results obtained to identify potential differences and similarities in the financial behavior between the two communities.

Secondly, analyze the amounts of savings and debt reported by households. Calculate the average, median, and range of savings and debt amounts for each community. This will provide a more detailed picture of the financial status of households, beyond just whether they have savings or debt.

Thirdly, calculate the difference between the total savings and total debt for each household. For this, you can create a new variable (savings-debt):

· Positive values indicate that a household’s savings exceed its debt, reflecting greater financial resilience.
· Negative values indicate that a household’s debt exceeds its savings, highlighting greater financial vulnerability.

Fourthly, after generating the variable that represents the difference between household savings and debt, the next step is to calculate the average value of this variable across the entire sample. This calculation provides a clear indication of the average economic position of households within the samples, reflecting whether, on average, households in each community are more likely to be financially resilient[footnoteRef:47] (having more savings than debt) or financially vulnerable (having more debt than savings). [47:  Or at least less financially vulnerable.] 


Fifthly, conduct cross-tabulations to explore whether specific household characteristics are associated with savings and debt behaviors. Key household characteristics to include in the cross-tabulations include the sex of the household head, the household’s income-generating activities, displacement status, etc.

Figure 13. Difference between Average Savings and Debt, in YER (x1,000) (n=)


Finally, at the evaluation stage, compare baseline and endline data to assess how the proportion of households reporting either savings or debt has changed. Also, compare the endline average of the difference between savings and debt with the baseline figures to assess the progress made during the intervention. These comparisons will help determine whether households' financial resilience, in terms of increased savings or reduced debt, has improved, remained stable, or deteriorated compared to the baseline.

Throughout the analysis, triangulate the results with findings from qualitative interviews and other relevant sources.

Household Assets
The objective of analyzing data on household assets is to determine the financial resilience of households by examining the presence and amount of household assets in the intervention and comparison communities. To do this, a scoring system will be utilized.

The scoring model has been designed to assign points based on the ownership and value of specific assets, such as homes, land, vehicles, and livestock. Each type of asset is given a different weight based on its relative importance in determining financial resilience. The sum of these points provides a comprehensive score that reflects the overall wealth of a household. The scoring criteria have been set as follows:

· Homes owned (maximum 30 points): 0 houses = 0 points; 1 house = 15 points; more than one house = 30 points. For IDP households, enter 0 points.

· Land ownership (maximum 30 points):
· Land owned: No = 0 points; Yes = 10 points. For IDP households, enter 0 points
· Size of land owned: None = 0 points; small = 3 points; medium = 7 points; large = 10 points. For IDP households, enter 0 points

· Vehicles owned (maximum 20 points): none = 0 points; donkey cart/motorcycle/scooter = 3 points; car/minivan = 7 points; bus/truck/tractor = 10 points. If multiple vehicles are owned, sum the points from all applicable categories.

· Livestock owned (maximum 20 points)[footnoteRef:48],[footnoteRef:49] [48:  If needed, adjust the weighting and scoring for each category of livestock based on their current market value. The idea is that the asset behind each point should be of similar economic value.]  [49:  Also, in case other types of livestock are reported, distribute into one of the above categories based on characteristics (e.g., score horses similarly to donkeys, if their economic value at markets in Yemen is similar.)] 

· Chickens: none = 0 points; 1-3 chickens = 0.5 points; 4-9 chickens = 1 point; 10-20 chickens = 1.5 points; 20+ chickens = 2 points
· Goats: none = 0 points; 1-2 goats = 1 point; 3-5 goats = 2 points; 5+ goats = 3 points.
· Sheep: none = 0 points; 1-2 goats = 1 point; 3-5 goats = 2 points; 5+ goats = 3 points.
· Cows: none = 0 points; 1 cow = 1 point; 2 cows = 2 points; 3+ cows = 3 points.
· Donkeys: none = 0 points; 1 donkey = 1 point; 2 donkeys = 2 points; 3 donkeys = 3 points; 4+ donkeys = 4 points.
· Camels: none = 0 points; 1 camel = 1 point; 2 camels = 3 points; 3+ camels = 5 points.

You can utilize the scoring model file (Scoring Model - Household Assets.xlsx) or directly implement the system into your dataset in Microsoft Excel. If you choose to implement the scoring system directly into this Excel file, follow these steps:

1. Organize your datasets: Ensure that the datasets are structured, with each row representing a household and each column representing a specific asset category or indicator. 
2. Create new columns: Add new columns (variables) next to each asset category to calculate the score for that category.
3. Apply the scoring criteria: Populate each cell within these new columns based on the scoring criteria outlined above.
4. Calculate the total asset score: Create a final column that sums up all the scores for each household to calculate the total asset score. 

You should also calculate the average asset score for the entire sample. Additionally, you may categorize households into different wealth levels based on their total asset scores. A possible scale can include the following categories:

· Severe economic vulnerability: Households with the lowest asset scores, indicating extreme financial instability and very limited resources.
· High economic vulnerability: households with low asset scores, reflecting significant financial challenges and limited assets.
· Moderate economic vulnerability: households with moderate asset scores, indicating some financial challenges but with access to essential assets.
· Increased stability: households with higher asset scores, showing signs of growing financial resilience and moderate wealth, with increasing stability and access to resources.
· High stability: households with the highest asset scores, indicating strong financial resilience and established wealth, with substantial resources and a solid economic foundation.

Next, conduct cross-tabulations to explore whether specific household characteristics are associated with asset ownership and value. Some key household characteristics to include in the cross-tabulations might be the sex of the household head, the household’s income-generating activities, displacement status, and other relevant factors.

Figure 14. Average Household Asset Scores (n=)


At the evaluation stage, compare baseline and endline data to assess how the proportion of households owning various assets has changed. Additionally, compare the endline average asset scores with the baseline figures to evaluate the progress made post-intervention.

Throughout the analysis, triangulate the results with findings from qualitative interviews and other relevant sources.

5.2 AT THE COMMUNITY LEVEL
At the community level, the economic situation will be assessed based on the analysis of 16 variables categorized in the following two themes:

· Availability of key businesses[footnoteRef:50]: c1_groceries, c3_clothing, c5_pharmacy, c7_bakery, c9_butcher, c11_vegetable, c13_agri, and c15_veterinary. [50:  “How many (name business type) do you have in this community?”] 

· Stock availability[footnoteRef:51]: c2_stock, c4_stock, c6_stock, c8_stock, c10_stock, c12_stock, c14_stock, and c16_stock [51:  “Do the (name business type) always have sufficient stock?”] 


Availability of Key Businesses
Through the analysis of the variables under this theme, we aim to understand the extent to which communities have access to essential businesses. 
Firstly, calculate the frequencies and percentages of communities that reported having various numbers of key businesses, such as grocery stores, clothing stores, bakeries, butchers, vegetable stalls, agricultural supply stores, and veterinary services. Compare the results between the intervention and comparison communities to identify any significant differences in the availability of these businesses.

Next, conduct cross-tabulations to explore how various community characteristics may be associated with the availability of these businesses. This analysis will help identify patterns or correlations between the characteristics of the samples and business availability.

At the evaluation stage, compare baseline and endline data to assess whether the number of different businesses has changed compared to the baseline. This comparison will help determine whether the potential improvements in the economic situation of farmers and herders in the intervention community may have boosted the local economy.

Throughout the analysis, triangulate the results with findings from qualitative interviews and other relevant sources.

Stock Availability 
Through the analysis of the variables under this theme, we aim to understand the extent to which essential businesses in the intervention and comparison communities consistently maintain sufficient stock to meet the needs of the population.

To obtain an overview of stock availability reliability in the intervention and comparison communities, calculate the frequencies and percentages of households that reported varying levels of stock availability. Compare the results between the two communities to identify any noticeable differences in stock reliability.

Next, conduct cross-tabulations to explore how various community characteristics, such as economic activity (e.g., farming, herding, or both), may be associated with stock reliability in these businesses. This way, patterns or correlations between these factors and stock availability may be identified.

At the evaluation stage, compare baseline and endline data to assess whether the proportion of communities reporting insufficient stock availability in essential businesses has changed compared to the baseline. This comparison will help determine whether the reliability of stock availability has improved, remained stable, or deteriorated post-intervention.

Throughout the analysis, triangulate the results with findings from qualitative interviews and other relevant sources.


[bookmark: _Toc172737586]6. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS
[Summarize the key conclusions from the study’s findings. Based on these conclusions, provide actionable recommendations.]
Male-Headed Households	
Intervention Community	Comparison Community	Female-Headed Households	
Intervention Community	Comparison Community	



Returnees	
Intervention Community	Comparison Community	Remainees	
Intervention Community	Comparison Community	IDPs	
Intervention Community	Comparison Community	



Intervention Community	
Unemployed	Self-employed	Casual labour	Part-time permanent labour	Full-time permanent labour	Comparison Community	
Unemployed	Self-employed	Casual labour	Part-time permanent labour	Full-time permanent labour	



Intervention Community	
All land is contaminated	More than half of land is contaminated	Half of land is contaminated	Less than half of land is contaminated	No land is contaminated	Comparison Community	
All land is contaminated	More than half of land is contaminated	Half of land is contaminated	Less than half of land is contaminated	No land is contaminated	



Intervention Community	
Land has increased	Land has stayed the same	Land has decreased	Comparison Community	
Land has increased	Land has stayed the same	Land has decreased	



Intervention Community	
Mine clearance activities	Purchase of additional land	Inheritance of gift	Comparison Community	
Mine clearance activities	Purchase of additional land	Inheritance of gift	



Intervention Community	
Sale of land	Loss of land due to conflict or displacement	Natural disasters (e.g., flooding, drought)	Comparison Community	
Sale of land	Loss of land due to conflict or displacement	Natural disasters (e.g., flooding, drought)	



Intervention Community	
Sufficient food	Sufficient water	Safe water	Comparison Community	
Sufficient food	Sufficient water	Safe water	



Intervention Community	
Business revenues / Farming revenues	Daily labor	Salary from private company or organization	Remittances	Financial support from government	Comparison Community	
Business revenues / Farming revenues	Daily labor	Salary from private company or organization	Remittances	Financial support from government	



Intervention Community	
Total	Female-headed HHs	Male-headed HHs	HHs involved in farming	HHs involved in herding	HHs involved in both farming and herding	Comparison Community	
Total	Female-headed HHs	Male-headed HHs	HHs involved in farming	HHs involved in herding	HHs involved in both farming and herding	



Intervention Community	
Total	Female-headed HHs	Male-headed HHs	HHs involved in farming	HHs involved in herding	HHs involved in both farming and herding	Comparison Community	
Total	Female-headed HHs	Male-headed HHs	HHs involved in farming	HHs involved in herding	HHs involved in both farming and herding	



Intervention Community	
Income has become higher	Income has remained the same	Income has become lower	Comparison Community	
Income has become higher	Income has remained the same	Income has become lower	



Intervention Community	
Total	Female-headed HHs	Male-headed HHs	HHs involved in farming	HHs involved in herding	HHs involved in both farming and herding	Comparison Community	
Total	Female-headed HHs	Male-headed HHs	HHs involved in farming	HHs involved in herding	HHs involved in both farming and herding	



Intervention Community	
Total	Female-headed HHs	Male-headed HHs	HHs involved in farming	HHs involved in herding	HHs involved in both farming and herding	Comparison Community	
Total	Female-headed HHs	Male-headed HHs	HHs involved in farming	HHs involved in herding	HHs involved in both farming and herding	
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