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Abstract 35 

Background 36 

COVID-19 resulted in vast disruption to life in the 21st century. To quell the disease spread, national 37 
governments implemented several containment measures like state of emergency, curfews, and 38 
lockdowns that likely created hardships for households. To improve knowledge of the negative 39 
consequences of these lockdowns, we examine the extent to which the pandemic period was 40 
associated with hardships at the household level and assess factors associated with household 41 
vulnerability to these hardships.  42 

Methods 43 

We conducted a cross-sectional survey between April 2021 and February 2022 among households 44 
residing in the district of Manhiça through a survey questionnaire fielded in the Health and 45 
Demographic Surveillance System (HDSS) operating in Manhiça, Mozambique. Logistic regression 46 
was used to analyze associations between the head of household and household characteristics with 47 
specific household hardships (business closure, food price increase, household member detained, 48 
input inflation, job loss). 49 

Results 50 

Households headed by individuals with lower education and employed in non-agricultural 51 
occupations as well as households that were larger in size or poorer in asset ownership compared to 52 
other households were generally at greater risk of experiencing a larger variety of hardships. 53 
Conversely, households that owned “distance demolishing technologies” such as motorcycles were 54 
less likely to experience these hardships, presumably as they were able to transcend local conditions. 55 

Conclusions 56 

These results identify at-risk groups according to a social determinants of vulnerability framework 57 
and will help inform future policies and practices that aim to mitigate the negative consequences of 58 
COVID-19 as well as future disease outbreaks.  59 

 60 
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Background 61 

Beyond direct health effects,[1] the COVID-19 pandemic resulted in vast disruption to life. As 62 

government-enforced containment measures such as curfews and lockdowns were implemented to 63 

stem the pace and severity of the disease, a variety of social and economic consequences ensued.[2] 64 

To adhere to these lockdowns, many businesses temporarily closed their in-person workplaces; while 65 

for some, these closures were permanent. Mitigation efforts also affected healthcare providers, who 66 

had to restrict in-person access to patients and/or limit services. These efforts may have affected 67 

already vulnerable populations by limiting access to healthcare and food.[3-15] These indirect 68 

effects, in turn, would have exacerbated the direct effects of SARS-CoV-2 by increasing the risk of 69 

undernutrition and other conditions that heighten the risk of serious illness.[6, 15] Population-based 70 

knowledge of the extent to which households living in resource-limited countries have experienced 71 

resource restrictions and other hardships has remained limited due to limitations in population-based 72 

surveillance.[16] 73 

In sub-Saharan Africa (SSA), national governments undertook considerable efforts to quell 74 

the spread of COVID-19.[2, 17] In Mozambique, the first confirmed COVID-19 case was detected 75 

on Mar 22, 2020. On Mar 31, 2020, the Mozambique government declared a state of emergency to 76 

slow the spread of the pandemic, followed by a gradual reopening of the economy.[18, 19] The state 77 

of emergency included the closure of schools, suspension of entertainment and sports events, limited 78 

hours of marketing, reduced public transportation occupancy, and limiting in-person presence at 79 

workplaces to one-third of the workforce.[19] These measures resulted in decreased travel and 80 

movement and limited public services and gatherings.[20] Early implementation of COVID-19 81 

prevention measures in Mozambique kept COVID-19 cases relatively low in the country from March 82 

to September 2020.[18, 21] However, these efforts likely affected vulnerable populations in myriad 83 

ways beyond direct effects on disease transmission. 84 
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Vulnerability is the communal effect of cultural, economic, political, and social processes that 85 

alter the experience of and recovery from a given hazard.[22] Disasters, particularly in the context of 86 

environmental hazards, are often not the result of a given hazard, but rather of the shock to individual 87 

and community coping patterns and the inputs and outputs of social systems.[23-25] Social 88 

vulnerability is partially the result of social disparities that shape or influence the susceptibility of 89 

different groups to hazards while also controlling their capacity to respond.[26, 27] Individual and 90 

household level factors often associated with vulnerability include demographic characteristics such 91 

as age, ethnicity, race, and sex; socioeconomic status (e.g., lower wealth, employment, and/or 92 

education); household composition (e.g., presence of children); and housing and transportation.[28] 93 

Social vulnerability also involves place disparities stemming from characteristics of the built 94 

environment; e.g., differential availability of resources between urban and rural areas may exacerbate 95 

individual- and household-level vulnerabilities.[29-32] To understand the broader consequences of 96 

the pandemic, it is important to consider economic, political, and social markers of vulnerability.  97 

Mozambique is one of the poorest countries in the world.[33] Following decades of wars 98 

(liberation war during 1964-1974, and civil war during 1976-1992) the poverty level in Mozambique 99 

declined from 70% to about 50% between 1996 and 2008.[18] However, this economic recovery 100 

flattened and deteriorated in 2015 and the following years, mainly due to the interruption of funding 101 

from key donors.[33, 34] Other reasons for the economic stagnation included severe weather shocks 102 

(e.g., droughts, cyclones, and flooding), increased violence in the central and northern regions of the 103 

country, and the international economic crisis.[33, 35] These conditions resulted in substantial 104 

population displacement, destruction of infrastructure, and increased risk of infectious disease.[36] 105 

These shocks further exacerbated economic disparities within the country. Southern and urban areas 106 

experienced less economic impact compared to rural areas. Also, despite the decline in the poverty 107 

rates following the war in Mozambique, high population growth led to an increase in the number of 108 

individuals living in poverty.[18] In Mozambique, the pandemic hit an already vulnerable population. 109 
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Mozambique's economy lost 5.6 percentage points of growth in the second quarter of 2020 110 

due to COVID-19 and the state of emergency.[37] This economic contraction was mainly due to 111 

reduced exports, reflecting the dependence on a limited range of export commodities, rendering it 112 

susceptible to trade-related shocks. Limited marketing for agriculture caused by transport restrictions, 113 

closed borders, and reduced purchasing power forced farmers to lower their prices, contributing to an 114 

agricultural shock.[38] In places where most of the population were self-employed or employees for 115 

wages, particularly in urban areas, the impacts were higher because there was no national social 116 

welfare system to support these people. These factors increased overall vulnerability to economic 117 

hardship and food insecurity during the pandemic.[39] However, the effects of the pandemic varied 118 

according to socioeconomic factors. For example, rural areas experienced a more notable increase in 119 

poverty compared to urban areas, possibly attributed to the generally lower economic resilience of 120 

rural households, rendering them susceptible to even minor economic hardships.[18] However, urban 121 

populations experienced greater employment loss and income reduction due to movement 122 

restrictions, overall, they suffered more economic shock than the rural.[18]  123 

Thus, the few studies in Mozambique suggest that there had been an overall negative impact 124 

of the pandemic and associated lockdowns on the population. To further elucidate the prevalence of 125 

hardships experienced during the pandemic and examine potential risk factors for vulnerability to 126 

hardships, we used data collected by the Manhiça Health Research Center (CISM) through a cross-127 

sectional household survey module added to the existing Health and Demographic Surveillance 128 

System (HDSS) in Manhiça district, Mozambique.  129 

 130 

METHODS 131 

Study design 132 
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This study is part of a broader examination within the Child Health and Mortality Prevention 133 

Surveillance (CHAMPS) Network to analyze the consequences of COVID-19 lockdowns for child 134 

health and mortality.[40-43] Leveraging the established platform within the CHAMPS Network of 135 

HDSS [44] in 2021, we administered a questionnaire to households in Manhiça, Mozambique. 136 

Study Setting 137 

Manhiça is a district in Maputo Province, located about 85 km north of the country’s capital 138 

city, Maputo. An HDSS was established there in 1996 by CISM and currently covers the entire 139 

Manhiça District, which spans 2,380 km2 (Figure 1). More information about the Manhiça HDSS has 140 

been published elsewhere.[45, 46] With a population of 201,845, Manhiça is the second most 141 

populated district in Maputo Province after the Matola District (the capital of Maputo Province).[45] 142 

The population is mainly peasants and vendors, with a portion also working in two sugar factories in 143 

the district, namely Maragra, and Xinavane, which are the country’s primary sugar factories. The 144 

health system in Manhiça comprises one district hospital located in Manhiça village, one rural 145 

hospital located in the Xinavane administrative post, and 19 health centers. 146 

Manhiça district is a geographic corridor highly exposed to imported diseases such as HIV, 147 

and currently COVID-19, stemming from population migration. The district is intersected by 148 

Mozambique’s main road (National Road Number 1), which connects the Southern, Central, and 149 

Northern regions of the country as well as neighboring countries of South Africa, Eswatini, 150 

Zimbabwe, Malawi, Zambia, and Tanzania. The district is also crossed by a railway line connecting 151 

Zimbabwe to Maputo city and harbor, facilitating population mobility and disease spread. A large 152 

proportion of the Manhiça population migrate to the nearby capital city of Maputo or beyond, to 153 

South Africa and Eswatini, with regular return visits to their households in Manhiça. 154 

 155 

Study Participants 156 

 . CC-BY-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted December 24, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.21.23300355doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.21.23300355
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


 
7 

Study participants comprised heads of households or their representatives, defined as any 157 

household member aged 18 years or older who possessed adequate information about the household 158 

and its co-residing members, including visitors who had entered the household since March 2020 159 

until the date of interview. All households within the Manhiça HDSS were eligible to participate in 160 

the study, aligning with the procedures and schedule of the HDSS rounds visits, during which this 161 

questionnaire was administered. This study adopted the definition of household and of household 162 

members used by the HDSS, defining a household as a group of one or more people living together 163 

in the same houses or group of houses within Manhiça District who share domestic expenses, eat 164 

together, and recognize one of them as their leader or representative. A member of the HDSS is a 165 

person who has resided in a household within Manhiça District for three or more months, or entered 166 

the study area with the intention of residence.[45] 167 

 168 

Survey Instrument 169 

A survey instrument was developed to collect information about households’ experiences 170 

during the COVID-19 lockdown. It included information on knowledge regarding COVID-19 171 

symptoms, transmission, and prevention; COVID-19 related shocks and household coping strategies; 172 

needs for and access to healthcare services for children under five years of age and for pregnant 173 

women; and food availability. The development of the survey followed state-of-the-art survey design 174 

methods. Steps in the design process included identifying central research concepts and questions; 175 

engaging in a rapid literature review; developing, adopting, and revising survey questions based on 176 

example questionnaires such as the one that the World Bank developed to assess economic and social 177 

consequences of the pandemic (i.e., the “High-Frequency Mobile Phone Surveys of Households to 178 

Assess the Impacts of COVID-19” survey); and pretesting the survey in the field.[47-49] Health 179 

authorities in the Manhiça district contributed to adapting the survey to local contexts and suggested 180 

additional questions to include in the instrument. The survey instrument prompted respondents to 181 
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consider their household’s experiences since March 2020 while answering questions related to 182 

hardships that their household may have experienced during the pandemic. Data were collected 183 

electronically using tablets and a version of the survey that was translated into Portuguese. 184 

Data collection was conducted by HDSS fieldworkers during their regular visits to the 185 

households through tablet-based in-person interviews with heads of households or their 186 

representatives if the heads were unavailable. Households were recruited in April 2021 before the 187 

Delta variant wave to the peak of Omicron cases in February 2022. In 2021, the HDSS recorded a 188 

total of 40,636 active households, of which 33,087 (81%) responded to the lockdown survey module. 189 

Data from the lockdown module were linked with data from the HDSS questionnaires, providing 190 

socio-demographic data about the household and their heads. Household variables included, among 191 

others: household size, number of children under 5 years of age, number of adults over 60 years, and 192 

number of pregnant women; household assets; and materials used for constructing the houses 193 

(Supplemental Materials, Figure 5). Variables about the head of household were age, sex, occupation, 194 

education, religion, ethnicity, and marital status.  195 

The fieldworkers and their supervisors were trained by the study coordinator, a senior 196 

demographer at CISM, who led the adaptation and implementation of the Network module to 197 

Manhiça HDSS. Data cleaning and quality assurance followed standard procedures for the HDSS 198 

site, which covered every phase of the research process. In this process, 5% of households visited 199 

each week were revisited to confirm the recorded information.[45, 46, 50] Also, a script was used to 200 

filter errors at the time of uploading the data from tablets to the server, with records showing 201 

inconsistencies being returned to the field for reconciliations.  202 

Measures 203 

The primary outcome variables of interest included five indicators of hardships a household 204 

reported experiencing since the onset of the COVID-19 pandemic (i.e., during the 1 to 11 2�  years 205 
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since March 2020).1 Information on these household hardships were gathered from the following 206 

survey question: “Has your household been affected by any of these events since mid-March?” 207 

Responses included job loss, non-agricultural business closure, increases in the price of the main 208 

food products consumed, increases in the price of agricultural or commercial inputs, and having a 209 

household member detained.  210 

Right-hand side variables. Head of household variables were age (coded as 1 = less than 30 211 

years (reference), 2 = 30 to 39 years, 3 = 40 to 49 years, 4 = 50 to 59 years, 5 = 60 to 69 years, and 6 212 

= 70+ years); sex (coded as male = 0 and female = 1); religion (coded as 1 = Zion (reference), 2 = 213 

Evangelical, 3 = Christian (non-denominational), 4 = Protestant, 5 = Catholic, 6 = other); ethnicity, 214 

defined by mother language,[51] (coded as 1 = Tsonga (reference), 2 = Sena/Ndau, 3 = 215 

Lomwe/Chuwabo 4 = Macua and 5 = European, 6 = other); education (coded as 1 = Primary 216 

(reference), 2 = Secondary, 3 = Technical, 4 = Tertiary, 5 = Literate, 6 = Other); and occupation 217 

(coded as 1 = farmer/fisherman/subsistence (reference), 2 = locksmith/bricklayer, 3 = 218 

guards/security, 4 = miner/factory worker, 5 = carpenter/electrician, 6 = lumberjack, 7 = merchants, 8 219 

= health professional, 9 = military/policy, 10 = teacher, 11 = disabled/unemployed, 12 = volunteer, 220 

and 13= other).  221 

Household variables included household size (coded as 1 = 1-2 individuals (reference), 2 = 3-222 

4 individuals, 3 = 5-6 individuals, 4 = 7+ individuals); children under age 5 (coded as 0, 1+ 223 

individuals); adults over age 60 (coded as 0, 1+ individuals); and a wealth index based on a list of 224 

                                                 
1 In preliminary analyses, these variables were used to generate additive and PCA based indices of 

household hardships; however, after evaluating these indices (e.g., the Cronbach’s Alpha scores for 

the additive index was 0.069) we concluded that the combination of these variables resulted in a poor 

fit for an index and therefore decided to examine each hardship independently. 
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household assets (coded as 1 = poorest (reference), 2 = poorer, 3 = middle, 4 = richer, 5 = richest (see 225 

Appendix A for details of computation of this index). Specific household assets included vehicles 226 

(coded as 0 = none (reference), 1 = car, 2 = motorcycle, 3 = both); media (coded as 0 = none 227 

(reference), 1 = radio, 2 = tv, 3 = both).  228 

 229 

Analytic Strategy 230 

Data cleaning and analysis was performed using R version 4.2.0.[37] Missing values for age, 231 

sex, religion, ethnicity, education, and occupation were less than 5 percent of the total observations. 232 

Descriptive statistics were reported for head of household and household characteristics. A series of 233 

un-adjusted logistic regression models were used to analyze associations between head of household 234 

and household characteristics with specific household hardships (i.e., business closure, food price 235 

increase, household member detained, input inflation, and job loss). Adjusted logistic regression 236 

models were then used to control for additional variables, which were included in the final adjusted 237 

model if their inclusion had theoretical justification. We assessed model fit with a comparison of 238 

Akaike Information Criterion (AIC) and Bayesian Information Criterion (BIC) scores—the smallest 239 

scores were for the fully adjusted model, indicating that this model had superior fit compared to 240 

simpler models. Results from the final logistic regression model are reported as Adjusted Odds 241 

Ratios (AOR) with 95% confidence intervals (95% CI) and visualized with forest plots.[52, 53]  242 

Models were first run using the complete data set that included 33,087 households. A 243 

subsequent analysis was run with only those households who reported having at least one family 244 

member employed or operating a business during the HDSS round prior to the observation period. 245 

These selection criteria were used in order to only evaluate the 28,771 households that were at risk of 246 

having a family member lose a job, have a business close, or have prices increase in the inputs for 247 

their business or agricultural activities. Frequency distributions of the number of hardships 248 

experienced by a given household were comparable for the data with 33,087 households and 28,771 249 
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households. Likewise, results from the analyses using the complete data set and the analysis using the 250 

sub-sample were generally comparable. Hereafter, we present the results from the analysis of the sub-251 

sample, results from the analysis using the complete data are available upon request. 252 

 253 

RESULTS 254 

 A majority of households (52.0%) were headed by a male household member and the majority 255 

(54.3%) of household heads were married (Table 1). The median and modal age category of the 256 

household head was 40-49 years. Tsonga was the most common ethnic group (92.3%); Sena/Ndau 257 

and Lomwe/Chuwabo combined represented about 3.1% of households. Roughly 91.4% of 258 

household heads identified religiously as either Zion, Evangelical, non-denominational Christian, 259 

Protestant, or Catholic. A majority (54.1%) of household heads had primary education, and 15.6% 260 

had secondary education. The most common occupations were farmer/fisherman/subsistence (53.1%) 261 

and miner/factory worker (13.1%); a little less than 6% were disabled or unemployed. Median 262 

household size was 3-4 household members. Of all households, 43.6% had children under 5 years 263 

and about 29.0% had adult family members over the age of 60. The percentage of households that 264 

reported a given hardship is presented in Figure 2; a Euler diagram presenting the shared distribution 265 

of hardships experienced by households during the pandemic is presented in Figure 3. A majority of 266 

households (59.2%) reported that they experienced 1 hardship during the observation period and 267 

another 18.2% reported experiencing more than 1 hardship. A little less than 25% of households 268 

reported that they did not experience any of the measured hardships during the observation period 269 

(Figure 2). 270 

Price Increases for Food 271 

The most common hardship that households reported experiencing during the observation 272 

period was increases in food prices, with 70.3% of households reporting this hardship (Figure 4). 273 
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After adjusting for other variables (see Figure 5 for a composite summary of results for all 5 274 

hardships; detailed results are provided in supplementary figures in Appendix B), households were 275 

more likely to report increases in food prices if their household head identified as Protestant (AOR = 276 

1.73, 95% CI [1.60, 1.77]) or Catholic (AOR = 1.27, 95% CI [1.15, 1.41]) compared to Zion or if the 277 

head of household was divorced or separated compared to single (AOR = 1.27, 95% CI [1.15, 1.41]). 278 

Compared to households whose heads worked in farming, fishing, or subsistence activities, 279 

households were more likely to report increases in food prices if their household head was employed 280 

as a locksmith or bricklayer (AOR = 1.29, 95% CI [1.05, 1.59]), a carpenter or electrician (AOR = 281 

1.35, 95% CI [1.01, 1.83]), a merchant (AOR = 1.27, 95% CI [1.12, 1.44]), in the military or police 282 

force (AOR = 1.88, 95% CI [1.36, 2.66]), as a teacher (AOR = 1.43, 95% CI [1.09, 1.87]), or if they 283 

were unemployed or disabled (AOR = 1.79, 95% CI [1.57, 2.04]). Households with a larger number 284 

of household members were more likely to report increases in food prices; for example, compared to 285 

households with 1-2 members, the odds that a household reported increases in food prices were 286 

higher if the household had 3-4 members (AOR = 1.20, 95% CI [1.11, 1.29]), 5-6 members (AOR = 287 

1.24, 95% CI [1.13, 1.35]), or 7 or more members (AOR = 1.21, 95% CI [1.10, 1.34]). Households 288 

were also more likely to report increases in food prices if they owned a TV (AOR = 1.79, 95% CI 289 

[1.65, 1.95]) or both TV and radio (AOR = 1.76, 95% CI [1.61, 1.91]). 290 

Households were generally less likely to report increases in food prices if their household 291 

head had a higher level of education, were relatively wealthier, or if they had access to means of 292 

transportation. After adjusting for other variables, households were less likely to report increases in 293 

food prices during the pandemic if the head of household had a secondary education (AOR = 0.89, 294 

95% CI [0.82, 0.97]), a technical education (AOR = 0.66, 95% CI [0.50, 0.90]), a technical education 295 

(AOR = 0.66, 95% CI [0.50, 0.90]), a tertiary education (AOR = 0.76, 95% CI [0.56, 1.04]), or 296 

identified as being literate (AOR = 0.78, 95% CI [0.67, 0.90]) compared having only a primary 297 

education, although the association with having a tertiary education was not statistically significant. 298 
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Compared to the poorest households, households were less likely to report food price increases 299 

during the pandemic, after adjusting for other variables, if the household fell within the poorer (AOR 300 

= 0.82, 95% CI [0.76, 0.90]) to richest (AOR = 0.75, 95% CI [0.67, 0.83]) wealth index quintiles. 301 

Households were less likely to report food prices increases if they owned a motorcycle (AOR = 0.60, 302 

95% CI [0.50, 0.72]) or both a motorcycle and a car (AOR = 0.47, 95% CI [0.34, 0.64]). 303 

Price Increases for Agricultural or Business Inputs 304 

After increases in food prices, the next most common hardship that households reported 305 

experiencing was increases in the prices of agricultural or business inputs (14.1% of households 306 

reported this hardship). After adjusting for other variables (see Figure 5), age of the household head 307 

was positively associated with increases in the price of agricultural or business inputs—compared to 308 

a household head younger than 30 years, households were more likely to have experienced input 309 

increases if they were headed by someone who was age 60-69 (AOR = 1.41, 95% CI [1.14, 1.75]) or 310 

70 years old or more (AOR = 1.36, 95% CI [1.09, 1.71]). Households were also more likely to report 311 

increases in the price of agricultural or business inputs if their household head identified as 312 

Evangelical (AOR = 1.73, 95% CI [1.60, 1.77]), non-denominational Christian (AOR = 1.73, 95% CI 313 

[1.60, 1.77]) or Catholic (AOR = 1.27, 95% CI [1.15, 1.41]) compared to the Zion denomination. 314 

Increases in the price of agricultural or business inputs were likewise associated with household 315 

ownership of a radio (AOR = 1.36, 95% CI [1.21, 1.52]), a TV (AOR = 1.16, 95% CI [1.04, 1.29]) or 316 

both TV and radio (AOR = 1.95, 95% CI [1.75, 2.16]). In contrast, household wealth status was 317 

negatively associated with increases in the price of agricultural or business inputs; compared to the 318 

poorest households, households were less likely to report increases in the price of agricultural or 319 

business inputs, if the household fell within the poorer (AOR = 0.88, 95% CI [0.79, 0.97]) to richest 320 

(AOR = 0.68, 95% CI [0.59, 0.78]) wealth index quintiles.  321 

Household Member Detained 322 
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About 7.4 percent of households reported having a household member detained (e.g., 323 

prevented from returning home due to mobility restraints) during the observational period. 324 

Households were more likely to report experiencing this if they were headed by a female (AOR = 325 

1.52, 95% CI [1.34, 1.73]); had a household head who was married; had households with 7 or more 326 

members (AOR = 1.43, 95% CI [1.20, 1.45])) compared to 1-2 members; were from the poorer 327 

(AOR = 1.37, 95% CI [1.18, 1.60]) or middle (AOR = 1.39, 95% CI [1.20, 1.62]) wealth quintiles 328 

compared to the poorest; owned a radio (AOR = 1.43, 95% CI [1.23, 1.65]) or both TV and radio 329 

(AOR = 1.42, 95% CI [1.23, 1.63]); or if they owned a motorcycle (AOR = 2.94, 95% CI [2.31, 330 

3.71]) or both a motorcycle and a car (AOR = 3.10, 95% CI [2.07, 4.52]). Households were less 331 

likely to have experienced having a family member detained if they were headed by someone who 332 

was 70 years old or more (AOR = 0.64, 95% CI [0.48, 0.87]) compared to a household head younger 333 

than 30 years. Households were less likely to have experienced having a family member detained if 334 

their household head identified as Evangelical (AOR = 0.83, 95% CI [0.71, 0.96]), non-335 

denominational Christian (AOR = 0.75, 95% CI [0.64, 0.88]) or Catholic (AOR = 0.79, 95% CI 336 

[0.69, 0.90]) compared to the Zion denomination. 337 

Household Member Job Loss 338 

A little over five percent of households reported having a household member lose their job 339 

during the pandemic period. Households were at greater risk of having a family member lose their 340 

job if the household head was non-denominational Christian (AOR = 1.55, 95% CI [1.31, 1.83]) 341 

compared to Zion; married (AOR = 1.40, 95% CI [1.11, 1.75]), divorced or separated (AOR = 1.56, 342 

95% CI [1.20, 2.04]), or widowed (AOR = 1.37, 95% CI [1.05, 1.79]) compared to single; had larger 343 

households (e.g., 7 or more members (AOR = 1.42, 95% CI [1.13, 1.77])) compared to 1-2 344 

members); or owned a TV (AOR = 1.76, 95% CI [1.50, 2.07]) or both TV and radio (AOR = 1.33, 345 

95% CI [1.12, 1.59]). Conversely, the age of the household head was negatively associated with job 346 
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loss; e.g., compared to a household head younger than 30 years, households were less likely to have 347 

experienced having a family member lose their job if they were headed by someone who was age 30-348 

39 (AOR = 0.69, 95% CI [0.57, 0.84]), 40-49 (AOR = 0.66, 95% CI [0.54, 0.81]), 50-59 (AOR = 349 

0.62, 95% CI [0.49, 0.78]), 60-69 (AOR = 0.51, 95% CI [0.36, 0.72]), or 70 years old or more (AOR 350 

= 0.40, 95% CI [0.27, 0.58]). Head of household employment in the military or police force, 351 

compared to farming, fishing, or subsistence, was negatively associated with having a household 352 

member lose their job (AOR = 0.05, 95% CI [0.00, 0.24]). Households were also less likely to report 353 

job loss if the household was in the richer (AOR = 0.77, 95% CI [0.63, 0.94]) or richest (AOR = 354 

0.68, 95% CI [0.54, 0.85]) wealth index quintiles. Likewise, households were less likely to report 355 

having a household member lose their job if they owned a motorcycle (AOR = 0.30, 95% CI [0.13, 356 

0.56]) or both a motorcycle and a car (AOR = 0.44, 95% CI [0.13, 1.05]); however, the association 357 

between ownership of both a motorcycle and a car and job loss was not statistically significant.  358 

Business Closure 359 

The least commonly reported hardship by households was having a business closure (3.1%). 360 

Having a household head employed as a carpenter/electrician compared to farming, fishing, or 361 

subsistence was positively associated with business closure (AOR = 2.11, 95% CI [1.12, 3.65]). 362 

Larger households with 7 or more members were also more likely to have had a business closure 363 

(AOR = 1.58, 95% CI [1.20, 2.08]) compared to 1-2 members. Conversely, households were less 364 

likely to experience a business closure if the household head was employed as a security guard (AOR 365 

= 0.53, 95% CI [0.26, 0.96]) or miner/factory worker closure (AOR = 0.65, 95% CI [0.50, 0.84]) 366 

compared to farming, fishing, or subsistence. Having an adult household member over the age of 60 367 

was likewise negatively associated with business closure (AOR = 0.67, 95% CI [0.48, 0.92]). 368 

 369 

DISCUSSION 370 
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In this study, we examined the prevalence of several household hardships during the COVID-371 

19 pandemic in the district of Manhiça of Mozambique. We further examined the demographic, 372 

economic, and social characteristics of individuals and households associated with these hardships. 373 

Roughly 78.1% of households reported experiencing at least one hardship since the onset of the 374 

pandemic, the most commonly reported hardship was an increase in local food prices. In preliminary 375 

analyses, we considered evaluating additive and PCA based indices of these household hardships; 376 

however, we concluded that the combination of these variables resulted in a poor fit for an index after 377 

evaluating the additive index via Cronbach’s Alpha scores and the results of the PCA analysis. The 378 

results from our analyses further suggest that there was utility in evaluating each hardship 379 

independently as associations with individual and household level factors were heterogeneous across 380 

the hardships examined, particularly with regards to the factors associated with having a household 381 

member detained. 382 

Individual-level risk factors for experiencing these hardships included head of household 383 

characteristics such as lower levels of education, a variety of occupations (merchants, health 384 

professionals, military/police, teachers, volunteers) as well as being disabled or unemployed. 385 

Household-level risk factors included having a larger household and having lower wealth status as 386 

indicated by ownership of fewer household assets. In general, the pattern of association for household 387 

wealth is suggestive of a dose-response; households with greater wealth (more assets) were at 388 

significantly lower risk for experiencing hardships. These associations are largely consistent with risk 389 

factors reported in studies from other resource-limited countries.[6,10-13,17] Overall, TV and radio 390 

ownership were positively associated with experiencing hardships. This positive association persisted 391 

even after to controlling for household wealth, suggesting that this relationship may be attributed to 392 

the functionality of these assets as a means of mass communication and not just as an indicator of 393 

wealth; i.e., households with a TV or radio may be better informed of the events surrounding the 394 

pandemic and fear what is happening in Maputo, South Africa and around the world. Household 395 
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ownership of a motorcycle or both a motorcycle and a car were inversely related to experiencing 396 

hardships. This may relate to transportations’ ability to empower individuals and households to 397 

transcend local conditions and access resources from a larger geographic area, thereby increasing 398 

their resilience to hardships during the pandemic.[30-32] In contrast to prior findings,[18] having a 399 

head of household employed in farming, fishing, or subsistence was protective in some instances 400 

against households experiencing hardships compared to several other occupations. This observation 401 

is consistent with the local economic context of Manhiça, where farming dominates the lower 402 

Inkomati River region, which occupies large extensions of the district from north to the south. The 403 

agriculture in Manhiça generally consists of family-based subsistence farming, supplemented by 404 

some commercial farming, along with employment in sugar-cane plantations that are central to the 405 

region’s economy. Farming, fishing, or subsistence activities were not subject to lockdown measures, 406 

potentially contributing to the reduced impact of hardships on households engaged in these activities. 407 

Future interventions that seek to mitigate negative consequences associated with pandemic mitigation 408 

efforts should anticipate these characteristics as important risk factors and target interventions to aid 409 

vulnerable groups.  410 

The empirical findings from this study are specific to the community living within the study 411 

site; a limitation common to studies using HDSS data.[16] However, our findings are generally 412 

consistent with findings reported in other studies from sub-Saharan African countries.[40-42] As an 413 

observational study, other potential limitations include unmeasured variable bias (for example, we 414 

did not gather information related to food insecurity beyond increases in local food prices) or recall 415 

bias due to the extended length of time considered in the study (i.e., some respondents may have for-416 

gotten hardships that occurred closer to the onset of the pandemic). We also cannot draw causal 417 

inferences given the cross-sectional nature of the study. Results from other studies suggest hardships 418 

associated with the COVID-19 pandemic are ephemeral.[7] Looking forward, scholars should collect 419 

and analyze longitudinal data to evaluate hardship events over time and explore potential causal 420 
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relationships. Demographic surveillance systems present an efficient platform for follow-up data 421 

collection using the same survey instrument attached to subsequent rounds of regular data collection.  422 

 423 

CONCLUSION 424 

Households in Manhiça experienced a variety of hardships during the COVID-19 pandemic, 425 

with the most prevalent hardship being the surge in local food prices. Restrictions of travel and 426 

closure of borders, particularly the border with South Africa, may have been the most important 427 

causes of this increase in food prices. Southern Mozambique relies heavily on imported food supplies 428 

from South Africa and certain provinces in Central and Northern Mozambique. Informal vendors of 429 

different scales play an important (if not the major) role in the amount of imported goods from South 430 

Africa. The price hikes commenced following the South African government’s announcement of 431 

border closures in March 2020, and even during periods of border reopening, travel to South Africa 432 

incurred additional expenses due to mandatory COVID-19 testing at the border. Households headed 433 

by individuals with lower education and employed in specific occupations as well as households that 434 

were larger in size or poorer in asset ownership compared to other households were generally at 435 

greater risk of experiencing a larger variety of hardships. Conversely, households that owned 436 

“distance demolishing technologies” such as motorcycles were less likely to experience several of 437 

these hardships, presumably because they were able to transcend local conditions.[29-32] 438 

Associations between specific hardships and individual and household characteristics varied to some 439 

degree; these variations highlight the importance of considering specific hardships when planning 440 

and implementing interventions to improve the health and well-being of populations living in these 441 

conditions. These findings may inform future policies and practices aiming to mitigate the negative 442 

consequences of COVID-19 and future disease outbreaks.443 
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FIGURES 659 

 660 

 661 
Figure 1 Map of Manhiça District. The original HDSS catchment area is shown in orange, a more recently expansion 662 
area is shown in yellow (Source: Created by the authors using HDSS cartographic data).  663 
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 664 

Figure 2. Percentage of Households that Reported a Given Number of Hardships (n = 28,711) 665 

 666 

Figure 3. Pattern of Multiple Hardships Reported by Households (n = 28,711). Euler diagram representing the 667 
overlap of hardships that households reported experiencing during the pandemic. 668 
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 669 

 670 

Figure 4. Percentage (and 95% confidence interval) of Households that Reported a Given Hardship (n = 28,711). 671 
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 677 
Figure 5. Adjusted Associations between Individual and Household Characteristics with Hardships Reported by 678 
Households Living in Manhiça, Mozambique (n=27,404). Presented as Adjusted Incidence Risk Ratios with 95% 679 
confidence intervals. Missing values for age, sex, religion, ethnicity, education, and occupation were less than 5 percent 680 
of the total observations.681 
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TABLES 682 

Table 1: Descriptive Statistics for Head of Household Characteristics (n=28,771) 683 
n %

28460
   Age <30 2513 8.70%

30-39 6561 22.71%

40-49 7103 24.59%

50-59 4843 16.76%

60-69 3797 13.14%

70+ 3643 12.61%
   
   Sex Female 15013 51.96%

Male 13608 47.10%
   
   Marital Status Single 2684 9.29%

Married 15694 54.32%

Divorced/Separated 3506 12.14%

Widowed 6202 21.47%
   
   Religion Zion 9613 33.27%

Evangelical 3868 13.39%

Christian (Non-denominational) 3276 11.34%

Protestant 6147 21.28%

Catholic 2629 9.10%

Other 2477 8.57%
   
   Ethnicity Tsonga 26658 92.27%

   Sena/Ndau 441 1.53%

Lomwe/Chuwabo 440 1.52%

Macua 129 0.45%

European 95 0.33%

Other 284 0.98%

   

   Education Primary 15620 54.07%

Secondary 4511 15.61%

Technical 239 0.83%

Tertiary 299 1.03%

Literate 954 3.30%

Other 2810 9.73%

No Education 3325 11.51%

   Occupation Farmer/Fisherman/Subsistence 15330 53.06%

Locksmith/Bricklayer 994 3.44%

Guards/Security 530 1.83%

Miner/Factory Worker 3787 13.11%

Carpenter/Electrician 128 0.44%

Lumberjack 222 0.77%

Merchants 1770 6.13%

Health Professional 198 0.69%

Military/Policy 261 0.90%

Teacher 425 1.47%

Disabled/Unemployed 1673 5.79%

Volunteer 420 1.45%

Other 2322 8.04%

Head of Household Characteristics

 684 
Notes: Data source: CHAMPS Mozambique Lockdown Module data and CHAMPS Mozambique Health and 685 
Demographic Surveillance data. Less than 5 percent of observations were missing for any of the variables for head of 686 
household characteristics. The original data set, representing 33,087 households, was restricted to only those households 687 
that had reported at least one family member employed or engaged in business or agricultural activities in the HDSS 688 
round prior to the observation period; this resulted in a subset of data that included 28,771 households. 689 
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 690 

Table 1.1: Descriptive Statistics for Household Characteristics (n=28,771) 691 

n %

   Household Size 1-2 6919 23.95%

3-4 8403 29.09%

5-6 7802 27.00%

7+ 5647 19.55%

   Children Under Age 5 0 16163 55.94%

1+ 12608 43.64%

   Adults Over Age 60 0 20385 70.56%

1+ 8386 29.03%

   Wealth Index Richest 5888 20.38%

Richer 5749 19.90%

Middle 5897 20.41%

Poorer 5635 19.50%

   Poorest 5602 19.39%

   Media None 12733 44.07%

Computer 3401 11.77%

TV 6551 22.67%

Both 6086 21.07%

   Vehicles None 26523 91.80%

Car 1553 5.38%

Motorcycle 510 1.77%

Both 185 0.64%

Household Characteristics

 692 
Notes: Data source: CHAMPS Mozambique Lockdown Module data and CHAMPS Mozambique Health and 693 
Demographic Surveillance data. No observations were missing for any of the variables for household characteristics. The 694 
original data set, representing 33,087 households, was restricted to only those households that had reported at least one 695 
family member employed or engaged in business or agricultural activities in the HDSS round prior to the observation 696 
period; this resulted in a subset of data that included 28,771 households. 697 

 698 

 699 
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SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL 700 

Appendix A. Household Wealth Index Generation 701 

A household wealth index was generated using principal components analysis and a list of household 702 

assets and construction materials for the main dwelling of a given household. To generate this index, 703 

we followed the recommendations from the Demographic and Health Surveys Program (DHS) and 704 

the World Food Programme (WFP) that outline steps for calculating an asset-based wealth index,[55-705 

57] including coding instructions for implementation in Stata,[58] and an adaptation of this coding 706 

process that we implemented in R in a prior study.[30, 32] Using these documents to guide us, we 707 

generated a wealth index for Manhiça households by identifying a list of household assets (see Figure 708 

A1). Assets were recoded into dichotomous variables representing whether or not a household owned 709 

a given asset; dwelling materials were recoded into improved vs. non-improved. The WFP 710 

recommends that a given variable should be included in subsequent calculations of the index only if 711 

the percent of ownership ranged between 5 and 95 percent. We employed principal components 712 

analysis with varimax rotation to calculate component scores for households, which explained 45% 713 

of the variation; extracted the PCA scores of the first component; and finally organized the scores 714 

into wealth quintiles to generate an asset index. The distribution of assets owned by households as 715 

well as the materials used for constructing a household’s residence are presented as percentages in 716 

Figure (A1).  717 

 718 

 719 

 720 

 721 
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 722 

 723 
Figure A1. Household Asset Ownership and Dwelling Construction Materials. A Mitad is a portable, 724 
electric hotplate used for cooking. 725 
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Appendix B. Hardship Specific Analyses 727 

 728 
Figure B.1. Adjusted Associations with Food Price Increases among Households Living in Manhiça (n=27,404). 729 
Presented as Adjusted Odds Ratios with 95% confidence intervals. Missing values for age, sex, religion, ethnicity, 730 
education, and occupation were less than 5 percent of the total observations. 731 
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 732 
Figure B.2. Adjusted Associations with Agricultural or Business Inputs Inflation among Households Living in 733 
Manhiça (n=27,404). Presented as Adjusted Odds Ratios with 95% confidence intervals. Missing values for age, sex, 734 
religion, ethnicity, education, and occupation were less than 5 percent of the total observations. 735 
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0.88 (0.79, 0.97)
1.25 (1.10, 1.42)
1.09 (0.95, 1.25)

Reference
0.66 (0.46, 0.93)
0.75 (0.54, 1.00)
0.81 (0.46, 1.33)
1.01 (0.55, 1.71)
1.09 (0.77, 1.51)

Reference
0.94 (0.83, 1.07)
0.86 (0.74, 1.00)
0.79 (0.69, 0.91)

Reference
1.08 (0.96, 1.20)
0.91 (0.61, 1.33)
0.73 (0.48, 1.08)
0.70 (0.56, 0.87)
0.75 (0.66, 0.85)
1.01 (0.90, 1.14)

Reference
0.97 (0.79, 1.18)
0.65 (0.48, 0.87)
1.10 (0.97, 1.23)
0.83 (0.47, 1.37)
1.07 (0.70, 1.56)
1.31 (1.14, 1.51)
1.32 (0.88, 1.92)
1.46 (1.04, 2.01)
1.61 (1.19, 2.17)
0.75 (0.63, 0.89)
0.73 (0.52, 1.00)
0.84 (0.73, 0.97)

Reference
1.04 (0.93, 1.15)
1.10 (0.98, 1.23)
1.04 (0.91, 1.19)

Reference
0.95 (0.81, 1.11)

Reference
1.06 (0.97, 1.15)

Reference
0.88 (0.79, 0.97)
0.77 (0.69, 0.86)
0.74 (0.65, 0.83)
0.68 (0.59, 0.78)

Reference
1.36 (1.21, 1.52)
1.16 (1.04, 1.29)
1.95 (1.75, 2.16)

Reference
0.92 (0.77, 1.09)
0.84 (0.64, 1.08)
0.74 (0.46, 1.14)

Variable AOR

0.5 1 1.5 2
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 737 
Figure B.1. Adjusted Associations with having a Household Member Detained among Households Living in 738 
Manhiça (n=27,404). Presented as Adjusted Odds Ratios with 95% confidence intervals. Missing values for age, sex, 739 
religion, ethnicity, education, and occupation were less than 5 percent of the total observations. 740 

Age (Household Head)

Sex (Household Head)

Religion (Household Head)

Ethnicity (Household Head)

Marital Status (Household Head)

Education (Household Head)

Occupation (Household Head)

Household Siz e

Adults Over Ag e 60 (Household)

Children Under Ag e 5 (Household)

Wealth Index (Household)

Media (Household)

Vehicles (Household)

<30
30−39
40−49
50−59
60−69
70+

Male
Female

Zion
Evangelical
Christian (Non−Denominational)
Protestant
Catholic
Other

Tsonga
Sena/Ndau
Lomwe/Chuwabo
Macua
European
Other

Single
Married
Divorced/Separated
Widowed

Primary
Secondary
Technical
Tertiary
Literate
Other
No Education

Farmer/Fisher man/Subsistence
Locksmith/Br icklayer
Guards/Secur ity
Miner/Factory Worker
Carpenter/Electr ician
Lumberjack
Merchants
Health Professional
Military/Police
Teacher
Disabled/Unemployed
Volunteer
Other

1−2
3−4
5−6
7+

0
1+

0
1+

Poorest
Poorer
Middle
Richer
Richest

None
Radio
TV
Both

None
Car
Motorcycle
Both

Reference
0.82 (0.68, 0.99)
0.83 (0.68, 1.00)
0.85 (0.69, 1.04)
0.75 (0.57, 1.00)
0.64 (0.48, 0.87)

Reference
1.52 (1.34, 1.73)

Reference
0.83 (0.71, 0.96)
0.75 (0.64, 0.88)
0.79 (0.69, 0.90)
0.92 (0.77, 1.10)
0.83 (0.68, 1.00)

Reference
0.51 (0.27, 0.85)
0.84 (0.53, 1.25)
0.36 (0.09, 0.95)
0.76 (0.26, 1.71)
1.52 (1.01, 2.21)

Reference
1.63 (1.35, 1.99)
1.25 (1.00, 1.57)
1.15 (0.93, 1.42)

Reference
1.08 (0.93, 1.25)
0.57 (0.27, 1.08)
0.53 (0.25, 1.02)
1.62 (1.29, 2.02)
0.84 (0.71, 0.99)
1.09 (0.93, 1.28)

Reference
0.82 (0.62, 1.08)
1.03 (0.72, 1.43)
0.85 (0.72, 1.00)
0.82 (0.36, 1.60)
0.70 (0.37, 1.21)
0.78 (0.63, 0.96)
0.45 (0.19, 0.91)
0.84 (0.48, 1.39)
0.70 (0.40, 1.15)
0.98 (0.79, 1.21)
0.32 (0.16, 0.57)
0.88 (0.72, 1.06)

Reference
1.21 (1.05, 1.40)
1.33 (1.13, 1.55)
1.43 (1.20, 1.70)

Reference
1.11 (0.91, 1.35)

Reference
0.99 (0.88, 1.10)

Reference
1.37 (1.18, 1.60)
1.39 (1.20, 1.62)
1.17 (0.99, 1.38)
1.20 (0.99, 1.45)

Reference
1.43 (1.23, 1.65)
1.06 (0.92, 1.22)
1.42 (1.23, 1.63)

Reference
1.12 (0.89, 1.40)
2.94 (2.31, 3.71)
3.10 (2.07, 4.52)

Variable AOR

0.1 0.2 0.5 1 2
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 741 
Figure B.4. Adjusted Associations with Job Loss among Households Living in Manhiça (n=27,404). Presented as 742 
Adjusted Odds Ratios with 95% confidence intervals. Missing values for age, sex, religion, ethnicity, education, and 743 
occupation were less than 5 percent of the total observations. 744 

Age (Household Head)

Sex (Household Head)

Religion (Household Head)

Ethnicity (Household Head)

Marital Status (Household Head)

Education (Household Head)

Occupation (Household Head)

Household Siz e

Adults Over Ag e 60 (Household)

Children Under Ag e 5 (Household)

Wealth Index (Household)

Media (Household)

Vehicles (Household)

<30
30−39
40−49
50−59
60−69
70+

Male
Female

Zion
Evangelical
Christian (Non−Denominational)
Protestant
Catholic
Other

Tsonga
Sena/Ndau
Lomwe/Chuwabo
Macua
European
Other

Single
Married
Divorced/Separated
Widowed

Primary
Secondary
Technical
Tertiary
Literate
Other
No Education

Farmer/Fisher man/Subsistence
Locksmith/Br icklayer
Guards/Secur ity
Miner/Factory Worker
Carpenter/Electr ician
Lumberjack
Merchants
Health Professional
Military/Police
Teacher
Disabled/Unemployed
Volunteer
Other

1−2
3−4
5−6
7+

0
1+

0
1+

Poorest
Poorer
Middle
Richer
Richest

None
Radio
TV
Both

None
Car
Motorcycle
Both

Reference
0.69 (0.57, 0.84)
0.66 (0.54, 0.81)
0.62 (0.49, 0.78)
0.51 (0.36, 0.72)
0.40 (0.27, 0.58)

Reference
0.82 (0.70, 0.96)

Reference
1.10 (0.92, 1.32)
1.55 (1.31, 1.83)
0.69 (0.58, 0.82)
1.01 (0.80, 1.26)
0.79 (0.62, 1.00)

Reference
0.64 (0.30, 1.18)
1.46 (0.97, 2.11)
1.49 (0.62, 3.04)
1.39 (0.48, 3.17)
1.48 (0.86, 2.38)

Reference
1.40 (1.11, 1.78)
1.56 (1.20, 2.04)
1.37 (1.05, 1.79)

Reference
1.06 (0.90, 1.25)
0.93 (0.45, 1.74)
0.86 (0.38, 1.73)
0.89 (0.61, 1.25)
0.87 (0.71, 1.06)
0.78 (0.61, 1.00)

Reference
1.10 (0.83, 1.44)
0.90 (0.60, 1.32)
0.51 (0.41, 0.64)
1.28 (0.62, 2.38)
0.71 (0.32, 1.36)
1.08 (0.86, 1.36)
0.94 (0.43, 1.78)
0.05 (0.00, 0.24)
0.56 (0.28, 1.03)
1.79 (1.43, 2.22)
0.79 (0.49, 1.23)
1.38 (1.13, 1.69)

Reference
1.22 (1.02, 1.48)
1.29 (1.06, 1.57)
1.42 (1.13, 1.77)

Reference
0.77 (0.59, 1.00)

Reference
1.14 (0.99, 1.30)

Reference
1.04 (0.87, 1.24)
0.98 (0.82, 1.17)
0.77 (0.63, 0.94)
0.68 (0.54, 0.85)

Reference
1.01 (0.82, 1.22)
1.76 (1.50, 2.07)
1.33 (1.12, 1.59)

Reference
0.86 (0.64, 1.14)
0.30 (0.13, 0.56)
0.44 (0.13, 1.05)

Variable AOR

0.0050.010.02 0.05 0.1 0.2 0.5 1 2
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 745 
Figure B.5. Adjusted Associations with Business Closures among Households Living in Manhiça (n=27,404). 746 
Presented as Adjusted Odds Ratios with 95% confidence intervals. Missing values for age, sex, religion, ethnicity, 747 
education, and occupation were less than 5 percent of the total observations. 748 

Age (Household Head)

Sex (Household Head)

Religion (Household Head)

Ethnicity (Household Head)

Marital Status (Household Head)

Education (Household Head)

Occupation (Household Head)

Household Siz e

Adults Over Ag e 60 (Household)

Children Under Ag e 5 (Household)

Wealth Index (Household)

Media (Household)

Vehicles (Household)

<30
30−39
40−49
50−59
60−69
70+

Male
Female

Zion
Evangelical
Christian (Non−Denominational)
Protestant
Catholic
Other

Tsonga
Sena/Ndau
Lomwe/Chuwabo
Macua
European
Other

Single
Married
Divorced/Separated
Widowed

Primary
Secondary
Technical
Tertiary
Literate
Other
No Education

Farmer/Fisher man/Subsistence
Locksmith/Br icklayer
Guards/Secur ity
Miner/Factory Worker
Carpenter/Electr ician
Lumberjack
Merchants
Health Professional
Military/Police
Teacher
Disabled/Unemployed
Volunteer
Other

1−2
3−4
5−6
7+

0
1+

0
1+

Poorest
Poorer
Middle
Richer
Richest

None
Radio
TV
Both

None
Car
Motorcycle
Both

Reference
0.97 (0.73, 1.29)
0.94 (0.71, 1.27)
0.89 (0.65, 1.22)
1.00 (0.64, 1.56)
0.97 (0.61, 1.57)

Reference
0.85 (0.70, 1.04)

Reference
0.71 (0.55, 0.89)
1.06 (0.85, 1.32)
0.72 (0.58, 0.88)
1.13 (0.87, 1.45)
0.59 (0.42, 0.80)

Reference
0.60 (0.23, 1.24)
0.62 (0.28, 1.18)
0.28 (0.02, 1.27)
0.69 (0.11, 2.22)
1.37 (0.72, 2.36)

Reference
1.02 (0.77, 1.37)
1.23 (0.89, 1.70)
1.30 (0.96, 1.78)

Reference
1.09 (0.88, 1.36)
0.73 (0.30, 1.52)
0.65 (0.29, 1.35)
0.96 (0.61, 1.43)
1.15 (0.91, 1.44)
1.06 (0.82, 1.36)

Reference
0.86 (0.58, 1.25)
0.53 (0.26, 0.96)
0.65 (0.50, 0.84)
0.58 (0.14, 1.56)
2.11 (1.12, 3.65)
0.75 (0.54, 1.01)
1.23 (0.57, 2.37)
0.63 (0.24, 1.34)
1.40 (0.77, 2.42)
1.01 (0.73, 1.36)
1.12 (0.66, 1.80)
0.74 (0.55, 0.99)

Reference
1.34 (1.06, 1.69)
1.47 (1.15, 1.88)
1.58 (1.20, 2.08)

Reference
0.67 (0.48, 0.92)

Reference
1.10 (0.93, 1.30)

Reference
0.90 (0.72, 1.13)
0.72 (0.57, 0.91)
0.82 (0.64, 1.05)
0.84 (0.64, 1.11)

Reference
0.77 (0.58, 1.00)
1.87 (1.53, 2.28)
1.19 (0.95, 1.49)

Reference
1.25 (0.92, 1.69)
1.59 (1.01, 2.38)
0.86 (0.30, 1.93)

Variable AOR

0.02 0.05 0.1 0.2 0.5 1 2
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