
Tutorial 5
Field Experiments 







Access: jacobawinter.github.io/files/tut5.pdf

Read
• The subsection titled “National Solidarity Program (NSP)” under the section titled “SETTING” 

(pp.543-544). 
• The following parts of the section titled “DESCRIPTION OF THE EXPERIMENT” (pp.544-545). 

• The opening paragraph (p.544). 
• The subsection titled “Sample” (p.544-545). 
• The first and last paragraphs of the subsections titled “Assignment of Treatment” (p.545). 

• The first paragraph starts with “In each of the ten districts, 50 villages…” 
• The last paragraph starts with “The randomization procedure was successful…” 

• The subsection titled “Data Sources” under the section titled “DATA” (p.547). 

Questions 
• Who are the participants in the experiment (i.e., the unit of analysis)? 
• What are the experimental treatments (stimuli or manipulations)? How are different 

treatments assigned to the participants? In other words, how is the independent variable 
operationalized? 

• How are the outcomes (i.e., the dependent variable) measured?



Read: Results
• The subsection titled “Female Participation in Local Governance” under the section titled “RESULTS” (pp.548-549). 

• Substantively interpret the findings of the experiment based on the following survey items reported in 
Tables 3 and 4 (pp.549-550). Focus on the columns titled “Mean in Control,” which report the proportion of 
respondents who agree with each statement in the control group, and“Treatment Effect,” which shows the 
difference in proportions of respondents who agree with each statement between the treatment and control 
groups.  
In other words, the proportion of respondents who agree with each statement in the treatment group is the 
sum of the values in “Mean in Control”and “Treatment Effect.”







External Validity

• The intervention was not a hypothetical or artificial manipulation — it was a real 
development program implemented by the Afghan government. The outcomes 
measured reflect actual responses to this real-world program, which strengthens 
the relevance and applicability of the findings. 
 
Suppose some researchers have raised concerns about the external validity of the 
sample, noting that the study was conducted in only 10 out of approximately 400 
administrative districts across Afghanistan. They argue that this limited geographic 
scope undermines the generalizability of the results and suggest that the 
experiment should have been conducted nationwide.


• How would you respond to these researchers’ criticisms? Offer an argument to 
defend the authors’ experiment.



External Validity

• Ethics: Is it unfair that villages in the control group and villages outside the 
experiment were excluded from the benefit?


• Why yes?


• Why not?
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