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Highlights (1)

Main Breadwinner's Employment & Income

A Overall recovery in employment observed in July 2020 has continued in March 2021...
A 85% of breadwinners who had stopped working in May resumed work by March, up from 75% in July
A Butdueto churning in and out of work between rounds, the share of breadwinners not working declined only slightly from 11%in July to
10% inMarch
A Most common reasons for not working were COVID-19related furloughs, layoffs, firm closures & business disruptions
A ..with sluggishness in some areas
A Sharesof breadwinners employed in waged work (46%6) remained significantly lower than the pre-pandemic level (55%), with very little
improvement since July; shares of breadwinners engaged in farm business (15%6) remained slightly higher than the pre-pandemic level (129)
A Sharesof employment in industry and services remained smaller than before the pandemic; agriculture was relatively resilient
A Recovery was concentratedin manufacturing and among the tertiary educated; for other socioeconomic groups, the shares not waking in
March did not change significantly since July last year
A 289 of breadwinners working in March had switched jobs during the pandemic, with agriculture a partial buffer
A shares of breadwinners working with reduced incomes declined since July (from 429 to 389%)
A Only breadwinners engaged in transport, storage and commmunication, waged workers, and those resident in DKl Jakarta experienced a
significantimprovement
A Reduction inincomerelative to pre-pandemic levels ranged from 349 to 70% depending on the sector and type of work; yetthe
Mmagnitudes of reduced income, on average, are slightly smaller than those in July last year
A .. but more than one-third of them are working fewer hours than usual
A on average, breadwinners now work about 3.8 hours less than their normal weekly working hours prior the pandemic




Highlights (ll)

Food Security

The prevalence of food insecurity stemming

from money or other resource constraints remains

unchanged since July 2020

A About one-quarter of households are facing food
shortages due to lack of money or other resources
and eating less than they should; this share is still
above pre-pandemic levels

A The bottom 40% ,less educated and those outside
Java are still sighificantly worse off than others

A About 6% of households have remained
persistently short of food due to resource
constraints since May 2020

Health

A Coverage of COVID-19 testing continued to
improve, with nearly 209 of the adult population ever
tested, of whom 50 per 1,000 people underwent PCR
tests

A Accessto primary health services continued to recover.
Households unable to access heeded services declined
from about 5% in November to only 3%

A No change since November in willingness to receive the
COVID-19 vaccination: Nearly 80% of Indonesians are
still willing to receive the vaccine, with diminished
differences in acceptance across socioeconomic

groups except for women, who are now less likely to
acceptthan men



Highlights (llI)

Safety Nets

A Most programs had met their estimated targets in terms of coverage

A By March 2021, coverage of programs among the bottom 409 households (93%) and those with breadwinners
experiencing income shocks (919) improved since July (899 and 85%, respectively).

A However, many households in the target welfare groups still had not received the social assistance intended for them. As of
March 2021, one out of five households in the bottom 409 and/or those experienced income shocks had not received any
social assistance since July 2020, potentially due to exclusion errors and implementation challenges.

A More than one-third of program beneficiaries who reported that their monthly basic needs were completely covered by
the program benefits and own income prior to the pandemic felt that their needs were only partially met in March 2021.

A A minority of the bottom 409 social assistance recipients (5%) self-assessed that their needs were not met at all; a
majority (609%%) felt that their needs were only partially met.

Concerns

In March 2021, nearly half of households self-evaluated their welfare as being the same as before the pandemic; just under
30% rated it as worse or much worse off.







Households by region

DeSIgn Unweighted Weighted

Samples of household by region Estimates of household by region

Method: 7 rounds of panel survey, 20-30 minutes phone
interviews of about 4,000 households, every 3-6 weeks
for the first 3 rounds and every 3 months for the

following rounds . HE m B -
Sampling Frame: Sampled households drawn from Urban T I ‘ o O N
Perception Survey (2018), Rural Poverty Survey (2019), — . ' H B B =

Proportion of sample
Proportion of estimate

o
DI Jakarts  Java non-OKI Rural Java non-DKI Urban Outside Java Rural Outside Java Urban Dil Jskarta  Java non-DKI Rural Java non-DKI Urban Outside Java Rural Outside Java Urban

and Digital Economy Survey (2020) across 40 districts Fegon Regen

and 35 cities in 27 provinces. _
Education of Head of Household

. . Unweighted Weighted
St Fa t ! fl ca t on: Samples of household by education of household's head Estimates of household by education of households head
3 8
Explicit: 5 regions ‘
Implicit: Sex and education of head of household - +}

Proportion of sample
=
Proportion of estimate

Sample distribution of HiFy and Indonesia’s National
Socio-Economic Survey (Susenas) is very similar across ! B |
each stratification of interest, confirming confidence in ]l . | | . N |
representativeness of the HiFy sample. i secin sy o seorp ity

Education Education

Susenas 2019
HiFy MESI 2020




Implementation

Baseline (Round 1)
4,338 respondents
1-17 May 2020

Module:
Knowledge/Behavior,
Employment, Access to
Food/Food Security,
Safety Net

Follow-up (Round 2)
4,119 respondents
26 May - 5 June 2020

Module: Food Security,
Access to Health,
Education, Finance,
Coping Mechanisms,
Concerns

Note: The surveys were conducted by SurveyMETER

Follow-up (Round 3)
4,067 respondents

20 July - 2 August 2020

Module:
Knowledge/Behavior,
Employment, Food
Security, Access to
Health, Safety Net

Follow-up (Round4)
3,953 respondents
3 -15 November 2020

Module: Food Security,
Access to Health,
Education, Digital

Transaction, Coping

Mechanisms, Concerns

Follow-up (Round 5)
3,686 respondents
11 - 24 March 2021

Module: Food Security,
Access to Health,
Employment and

Income, Safety Net,
Concern

Follow-up
Round 6: Q3-
2021



Response rate

8396 of respondents in Round 1 were

successfully re-interviewedinRound 2, 3,4 ancd 5

A Where respondents were not interviewed, this was
mostly because their phones were unreachable or
unanswered.

A Attrition was random: response rates were similar
across sex, age, and education of household head,
as well as household welfare and region.

A Therefore, attrition bias is not a concern when
interpreting changes between roundls.

The analysis presented here is based on 3601 panel
households inRounds 1, 2, 3,4 and 5.

Sex of HH Head HH Head's Education
. 2126
3632 3589 440 200519701934
3262 4135 17731739
149714191 10
213081280
713 670 670 635 ¢y, .
ﬁ 487 478 467 424 416 II I
Female Male Jr Secondary or Lower Sr Secondary Tertiary
EE . | Il . —
R1 R2 R3 R4 R5 Panel R1 R2 R3 R4 R5 Panel

Region-Urban/Rural

1804

17031691614

1513 460

127855
1951197
10931076
620 581 576 564 54 51
TEER” ﬁﬁm . mi II I

Urban Rural Urban Rural Urban
DKI Jakarta Java-Non DKI| Non-Java
HE e [ |
R1 R2 R3 R4 R5 Panel
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COVID-19 Indonesia Government Response Stringency Index
Source: Hale, Webster, Petherick, Phillips, and Kira (2020).
Oxford COVID-19 Government Response Tracker.

Round 1 Round 2 Round 3

Round 4 Round 5
1-17MAv ZgangAv-swa 20JULY -2 AUGUST 3-15 NOVEMBER 2020 11-24 MARET 2021
2020

Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr
Jabodetabek, some DKI: PSBB relaxation and new DKI: PSBB DKI: PSBB Java-Bali: PPKM Mikro
kabupaten/kota: Large Scale normal was implemented tightening relaxation Ezg?ir:ir:t?\?itt;f (Micro-scale
Social Restriction (PSBB) Restrictions (PPKM) restrictions)
Nation wide schools' closures Some schools may be opened

Economic relief measures started: PKH benefits top-up, Sembako Card expansion and benefits top-up, Bansos Tunai, BLT-village fund, Sembako
Banpres, electricity bills reduction and Kartu Pra-Kerja

Grant for micro enterprises

Wage subsidy

Internet subsidy for students




Breacwinner’s
Employment
and Income




In March 2021, people’s mohility has returned to July 2020 levels

Indonesia Google Mobility Index

After steadily increasing "

since June 2020, intensity of 20

mobility started to fluctuate 5 gaselne

again in the beginning of Z

2021, potentially reflecting s

the enforcement of micro- 20

scale public activity

restrictions (PPKM) o N

~ Retail & recreation — Grocery & pharmacy — Parks
— Transit stations Workplaces — Residential

Source: Google Mobility Data.
The baseline is the median value, for the corresponding day of the week, during the 5-week period Jan 3-Feb 6, 2020.
The trendline are smoaothing using Lowess smoothing method.



Protocol imposed in the workplace (9*)

Wearing facial mask at all times

While people's mobhility
to workplaces in July oot e wahing, hand saniizer at sever
2020 and March 2021

is similar, more
workplaces are
adhering to health
protocols than before

Enforce 1m distance in work areas

Temperature check upon entry

No protocol

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

# R3 HMR5

* Qut of all breadwinners who are currently working



The improvement observed in July has been sustained, but full recovery still has a long way to go

In March 2021, share of breadwinners
working with reduced incomes declined
slightly to 399, from 42% inJuly .

However, 8% of those who had been
working in July were not working in March, so
that the overall decline in breadwinners not
working was very small, from 1196 to about

109%.

Over the course of the pandemic, 2% of
breadwinners persistently stopped working,
while around 15% worked continually with
reduced incomes.

8% 9%

47% AN
\ \.
42% ¢ 39%
R3 RS

Working - N/A income N Working - Stable Fizing Income Working - Feduced Income H Stopped Working

R1:1-17 May 2020 R3: 20 July — 2 August 2020 RG:11-24 March 2021

Note: Income is compared to thepre-pandemiclevel. N/A includes those who haven't harvested or missing observations




Economic hardship due to
COVID-19 was still the main
reason for not working

for most breaclwinners

Otherreasons
included seasonality and
casual work arrangements

Reasons for stopped working in RS (% breadwinners¥)

FURLOUGH/LAID OFF/FIRM CLOSURE/LOW
ORDERS

35

SEASONALITY/CASUAL WORK 25

BUSINESS/OFFICE CLOSED DUE TO LEGAL
RESTRICTIONS 4

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35

40

*0ut of 10% breadwinners not working



Employment dynamics by type of work

Shares of breadwinners
engaged in each type of work
in March remained relatively

the same as in July.
36% \ !
The shares in wagec work and s 44% | -
non-farm business
remained below pre-COVID
levels. Pre-Outbreak R1 s -
B Non-Farm Business B Farm Business Wage workers B stopped working
R1:1-17 May 2020 R3: 20 July - 2 August 2020 RS: 11-24 March 2021



Employment dynamics by sector of work

Shares of breadwinners’
employment in each sector
also remained largely

unchanged since July.
Overall, industry and \ i \/ »
services were still smaller s5%
than at the onset of the
pandemic, while agriculture
was relatively resilient. Pre-Outbreak RI R3 RS
[ | Agriculture [ | Industry Service [ | Stopped working
R1:1-17 May 2020 R3: 20 July - 2 August 2020 R5:11-24 March 2021



The incidence of stopped working has been relatively stagnant

Stopped working, by pre-COVID-19 type of work (%)

In May, the share of = % %
breadwinners who = 7
/

stopped working in each =0 Z Z
type of work remained o Z Z
similar to the sharein July 10 Z . Z
last year. . % /
astyear. O % %/ %

i represent 90% confidence interval

R1:1-17 May 2020; R3: 20 July - 2 August 2020; R5:11-24 March 2021



Similarly, the share
that stopped working
in each sub-sectoris
relatively unchanged
since July, exceptin
manufacturing.
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Stopped working, by pre-COVID-19 sector (%)

Agriculture Incdustry Service
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i :

1 R3 RS R1 R3 RS R1 R3 RS R1 R3 RS R1 R3 R5 R1 R3 R5 R1 R3 RS

-

Agriculture Manufacturing Construction Oth. Industry Trade, hotel & Oth. Services

restaurant

—

ransport
storage, &
Communication

~

R1:1-17 May 2020; R3: 20 July - 2 August 2020; R5:11-24 March 2021
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Fewer households face continued decline inincome, relative to pre-pandemic

Breadwinners with income reduction relative to pre-pandemic,
by type of work (9%%)

Between July 2020 and 138
March 2021, the share of 80
breadwinners in wage -
work and non-farm 50
businesses reporting 28
income reductions -
relative to pre-pandemic 0
levels declined somewnhat R R PR R R R RS
Non-Farm Business Farm Business Wage workers

R1:1-17 May 2020; R3: 20 July — 2 August 2020; RS: 11-24 March 2021 ﬁ represent 90% confidence interval

*Percent of breadwinners working in each type of work and each round
*R1: comparing income in R1 to pre COVID-19; R3: comparing income in R3 to pre COVID-19; R5:
comparing income in R5 to pre COVID-19




Positive trendsin
income reduction
were also observed
across sectors.

However, exceptin
transport, storage and
communication, the
improvement since July
was hot statistically
significant.

Incidence of Reduced income (relative to pre COVID-19), by sector (%)*

Agriculture Industry Service
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Agriculture Manufacturing Construction Oth. Industry Trade, hotel & Transport, Oth. Services
restaurant storage, &
Communication

*Percent of breadwinners working in each sector and each round R1:1-17May 2020;R3:20 July -2
*R1: comparing income in R1 to pre COVID-19; R3: comparing income in R3 to pre August2020; RS:11-24 March 2021

COVID-19; R5: comparing income in R5 to pre COVID-19 ﬁ represent 90% confidence interval




Except in agriculture, the
maghitucdes of income
reduction across sectorsin
March are slightly smaller
than those in July last year

*Income in the agricultural sector is
potentially affected by seasonality, which
can't be well captured in HiFy

0

-10

-20

-40
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-70

-80

Percentage of Income Reduction (Relative to pre COVID-19),

Agriculture

by Sector*

Industry Service

# R3 HMR5

*Qut of breadwinners who reported experiencing reduced income in each category

ﬁ represent 90% confidence interval




Percentage of Income Reduction (Relative to pre COVID-19),

Across types of work, by Worker Type*
reportedincome
reductionranges
between 35% among
wage workers and 70%
among farm businesses

-60

-70

-80

#R3 ERS

*Income in farm business is potentially
affected by seasonality, which can't be *QOut of breadwinners who reported experiencing reduced income in each category
well captured in HiFy

ﬁ represent 90% confidence interval
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The pandemic has forced breadwinners to work fewer hours

Mean Weekly Working Hours

RO R1 R3 R5

ﬁ represent 90% confidence interval

Although most breadwinners “6
are currently still working, more 4
than one-third of them are

working fewer hours than

usual. “

42

3

[00]

On average, breadwinners now

work around 38 hours per

week, or about 3.8 hours less ’
than their normal weekly 3
working hours prior the

pandemic.

36

X

n

30




Amongst those who worked in March 2021, 28% had changed jobs

Employment dynamics by sector of work amongst those currently working and ever
switched jobs

Job switching was more
likely among low skilled
workers.

The vast majority of those
who changed jobs were
wage workers orin

the service sector.

40%

50%
39%

Agriculture remained a
partial buffer

Pre-Outbreak Rl R3 RS
[ | Agriculture [ | Industry Service I Stopped working

R1:1-17 May 2020 R3: 20 July - 2 August 2020 R5:11-24 March 2021






Progress in reducing prevalence of shortage of food and eating less clue to lack of money or

other resources has been sluggish since November. By March-21, there were still 229 of
households facing food shortages and 27% of households who reported eating less. Share of
households with food shortages and eating less than they should still above pre-pandemic level.

—e— Shortage of Food (9 HH) Ate Less than Should (9% HH)
45
40
35
30
25 !
20 r ﬁ
15
10
5
0
(RO) Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar
(Rl) (R2) (RS) (R4) (RS)
2019 2020 2021
R1:1-17May 2020; R2: 26May -5 June2020; R3:20 July -2 August2020; R4: 3 -15November2020; R5:11-24 March2021 i represent 90% confidence interval



As of March, food shortage cdue to resource constraints was close to pre-COVID-19levels in
most households, except householcls in urban areas

Survey round

Pre-Covid19

Round 1

Round 2

Round 3

Round 4

Round 5

By sex of HH's head

Female

Crude proportion difference

R1:1-17 May 2020

Male

By welfare status

Bottom 40%

A

Middle 40% Top 20%
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R2: 26 May -5 June 2020
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By urban/rural

Rural Urban

Crude proportion difference

R4: 3 -15 November2020

By region
IDKI Jakarta Jaya-Non Jakarta
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T
-
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Crude proportion difference

R5:11 -24 March 2021
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Experienced shortage of food because there was not enough money or other
resources in the last week (%HH)

Food shortages due to 50

resource constraints -

are significantly higher

in the bottom 40%

than the top 209%, 20

more likely among o

less educated

households, and those O g 2 : 5 ¢ g 5 B - £ g g 53

outside Java. I P o§ 2 i . ¢ : P2
Sex of HH Head Education of HH Head Welfare Status Urban/Rural Region Breasdlll\c/)i;?ers‘

i represent 90% confidence interval




Ate less because there was not enough money or other resources in the last week

%HH)

Accordingly, the bottom 60
409% and less educated 50
households, who reside ;
outside Java, are more )
likely to reduce their N
food intake. - I ' i i i ' I

10
Also, eating less is more o [ I e - - . . ——
likely among i s L ° ¢ 8 : : s 8 S £l
households I S V S -
experiencing income ﬂ : 3
shocks, suggesting an 5
affordability issue. SexofHHHead | Education of HH Head Welfare Status Urban/Rural Breaswin;rs.

i represent 90% confidence interval



Underlying a steacly prevalence of affordability-related food shortage overall, thereis high

churn.
Shortage of Food (R5vsR1)

100

90

6% e - » &
81% 1% 8% T1% 8%

60

50

40

20

10

Pre-Qutbreak Rl R2 R3 R4 R3 B Worsened M Stayed the same M Improved

Note:
Improved: often -> sometimes -> seldom -> never
Worsened: never -> seldom-> sometimes -> often

Never 0 Seldom . Sometimes

R1:1-17May 2020 R2; 26 May -5 June 2020 R3:20 July -2 August 2020;R4: 3 —15 November2020; R5: 11-24 March 2021







Coverage of COVID-19 testing is improving

Whether respondent was ever COVID-19 tested

9% Adult Population)
By March 2021, nearly 20% of the

20
adult population reported that they 18
have been tested for COVID-19. This 16
is 509 higher than the share in July. 14
- I

Among those who were tested, 10
4.96% - or equivalent with almost

50 adults per 1,000 population -
were PCR tested.

O N M O ©®

R3 R4 R5

*The 90% Cl: 3.7-6.7 _ _
Rapid Test B PCR/Swab test B Rapid Test and PCR/Swab Test H Don't Know

Note: Based on administrative data from the Ministry of Health as of March
31, 2021, 8,490,864 people (about 46 people per 1,000 adults) were tested
using PCR. However, since PCR test is a rare incidence, the estimate may not R3:20July -2 August 2020 R4:3-15November 2020 RS: 11-24 March 2021

be generalized to represent the population.




Disruption in access to Primary Health Services has continued to decrease

As of March 2021, only 396
of households who needed 25
primary healthcare were 20

not able to access it,
decreased from 5% in
November 2020.

*HH in need for

A Immunization R3: 229; R4: 149%,; R5: 15%;

A Tuberculosis treatment R3: 19%,; R4:19%; R5: 19%;
A Pre-natal care R3: 5%; R4: 3%; R5: 6%;

Unable to access health services in the last month when in need
(96 HH in need*)

W
@)

15
10
N R
* Hlm | e -
%
) \ L q & o \ A\
Immunization Pre-natal care Tuberculosis Family Planning Hypertension Diabetes
treatment treatment treatment

B R3 #R4 ERS

R3: 20 July -2 August 2020 R4:3-15November 2020 RS5: 11-24 March 2021
Family planning: R4: 139%; R5: 16% i represent 90% confidence

Hypertension treatment: R4: 16%; R5: 149% interval

Diabetes treatment: R4: 5%; R5: 6%




Acceptance of COVID-19 Vaccine remains high

By March 2021, vaccine
acceptance among adult
Indonesians stayed around

8096, no change since
Novemiber 2020

70% of those who say no to
vaccination (10%6) or are unsure
about getting it (11%96) cited
concerns about side effects,
safety and effectivenessas the
Mmain reasons — unlike the main
reason reported in Round 4, i.e.
against vaccination in general

Main reason disagree/not sure to be vaccinated

I am worried ahout the side effects

I am worried about the safety of the vaccines

Others

I am against vaccines in general

I don't think covid-19 vaccines effective/work
Worried to get infected with covid-19 at the health facility -
Religious reasons I

| am concern about its halal certification

(@]
4]

10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50




Disagree or unsure to be vaccinated (% Adults)

45
Women are more likely to 40
say No or be unsure about 35
vaccination. 80
25
20
Thisis different from the 15
situation in November last 10
year when those who said no 5
to vaccination were more 0

Male

likely among higher
educated people, residing in
urban areas, and primarily in
DKl Jakarta

Female

Sr Secondary
Tertiary
15-34 y.o.
35-54 y.o.
Bottom 40%
Middle 409
Top 20%
Rural

Urban

DKI Jakarta
Outside Java

More than 54 y.o.
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Sex Education Age Welfare Urban/rural Region

m

Java (Outside DKI)

represent 90% confidence
interval
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Most programs have reached their estimated target coverage

Potentially due to implementation challenges, within each program, however, the share of households receiving the
program fluctuates across rounds

Beneficiaries of social assistance programs and other relief measures (% of HH)
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Have received any social assistances
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100

% and/or those

By March 2021, nearly 909 of households
the bottom 40

N

The number of vulnerable households who have ever received programs since the onset of the
pandemic continued to increase...
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.. however, many households in the target groups still did not receive the henefits intended for
them

Social protection beneficiaries since the onset of the pandemic by welfare (96 HH*)

While the share of 70
households benefiting 60
from each programwas 50
higher within the target 40
groups, stillmany 30
households in the target 20
groups did not receive 10
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Sembako Card Other Gov't PKH Bansos Tunai BLT - village fund Electricity Bills = Wage Subsidy = Grant for Micro

Sembako Reduction (BPIJS Enterprises

Ketenagakerjaan)
*Note: Percent of HH in each welfare group., based on those who have ever received program since the Solid red bar represent the incidence among
onset of the pandemic. PKH is restricted to HH with school-age members (<18 y.o.) and/or reported intended group of recipients
receiving PKH to approximate eligibility

ﬁ represent 90% confidence interval




A significant share of vulnerable households reported not receiving any programs since July
2020

Have not received any [..]

Despite massive coverage, about 12% of since July 2020 (last survey round) (%)

households in the bottom 40% and/or those 50
experienced income shocks had not received 45
any relief measures in the past 8 months. 40
35
Considering only social assistance programs, 30
one in five vulnerable households had not 25
received any. 20
15
More than half of these vulnerable households 10 1 1
reported had never received any programs since 5
the Onset Of the pandemlc (eXC|USIOn errorS), ’ HH Bottom 40% HH whose breadwinner HH B409% whose breadwinner
while the other half reported receiving only prior experienced income shock  experienced income shock
July 2020. BMSA © SAor other relief measures
*Note: SA includes sembako, PKH, BLT, cash for work, kartu prakerja, wage subsidy, and grant for i represent 90% confidence interval

micro enterprises. Other relief measures includes electricity bills reduction and loan deferment




There are indications of implementation challenges..

As of mid-March, about 26% of PKH beneficiaries reported have not yet received the transfers during the period of
January-March 2021, while 26% of Sembako Card beneficiaries and 11% of electricity subsidy beneficiaries have not
received the benefits in February/March.

Last time received PKH Last time received Sembako Card and Electricity Bills
(%9 of HH receiving since July 2020) Reduction (% of HH receiving since July 2020)
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Bottom 409% who did not receive any social assistance or other relief
measures since the onset of the pandemic* (% of HH)
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* Out of all bottom 40% householdsin each category represent 90% confidence interval



Less than half of program beneficiaries self-assessed the benefits of current programs as
adequate

Subjective Assessment on Programs’ Adequacy
5596 of pre-pandemic program

beneﬂCIarleS felt that the beneﬂts and Before Pandemic, using your own resources and

own income were Covering mOSt or a" all government assistance your household
received, was your household able to cover your

Of their mOﬂthly baSiC ﬂeeds pl’ior 1o monthly basic needs? (% of HH received PKH or

Sembako pre-pandemic)

the pandemic

In March 2021, only 409 of those who
reCeived beneﬂts reported the same assistance your household received, in the last
|eve| Of adequacy_ three months, was your household able to cover

your monthly basic needs? (% of HH received any
programs since July 2020)

Using your own resources and all government

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
B Not atall M Partially M Mostly Completely




. . Deterioration of assistance’s
Adequacy Dynamics Among Regular Program Beneficiaries* .

| Yo
Pre vs Post-Pandemic a(Z:glfJch,i)
More than one-third of -
beneficiaries who reported 2 .
their monthly basic needs 33% .
were completely covered
. R 35
prior to the pandemic felt
- 30
that their needs were only
partially met in March 2021 =
20
Such deterioration is higher o
among househoilcls 1o
experiencing income 5
shocks 0 _
R B e oo shane
Completely B M ostly W Partially W votatan Note:
** Deterioration of adequacy includes all
*PKH and Sembako Card instances where respondent rated adequacy

of assistance lower than pre-pandemic
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