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Fig. 1. Histograms showing the distnbutions of the estimated propensity score for women (left) and children (nght) samples in the indnadual (top) and
distnct level (bottom) analyses, before and after matching Density (y aas) by propensity score (x axas).
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Fig. 2. Diagrams showing the standardized mean differences for each covanate before and after matching ( |:m nearest nesghbour matching using a caliper
of 0.10) in the indradual (top) and distnct-level (bottom) analyses of women (left) and children (right).
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