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Abstract

Background

COVID-19 resulted in vast disruption to life in the 21% century as governments implemented
containment measures to quell disease spread. We assessed knowledge of local interventions and
household coping strategies used to attenuate the impact of household hardships. We further
examined associations between household and community characteristics with household hardships.

M ethods

We conducted a cross-sectional household survey between August and September 2022 through a
retrospective questionnaire fielded in the Health and Demographic Surveillance System (HDSS)
operating in Bamako, Mali. Logistic regression was used to analyze associations between household

characteristics, government interventions, and household hardships during the pandemic.

Results

The most commonly reported hardships were increases in food prices and food insecurity; roughly
18% of households reported experiencing at least 1 hardship. Common coping strategies included
asking for help from family or friends (55.6%). Only 2.8% of households reported seeking
government assistance. Households headed by younger individuals, males, and unemployed
individuals were at greater risk of experiencing hardships. Government closure of businesses was

strongly associated with household hardships.

Conclusons

Households in the Bamako HDSS experienced a variety of hardships during the pandemic—
the most prevalent hardships were increases in local food prices and food insecurity. The association
between government closure of businesses and household hardships points to the need for balancing
public health measures with socioeconomic considerations. Households headed by individuals with
lower education and/or unemployed were at greater risk of experiencing a hardship. Future policies

and interventions should target aid to households reflecting these characteristics.
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Introduction

Repercussions from the COVID-19 pandemic extended far beyond direct health
consequences.(1) Governmental measures like lockdowns and curfews, implemented to control the
spread of SARS-CoV-2 (the virus that causes COVID-19), triggered a cascade of social and
economic disruptions.(2, 3) These interventions, while helpful for curbing SARS-CoV-2
transmission, also led to economic strain, restricted access to food and healthcare, and pushed
vulnerable populations towards food insecurity and health risks.(4, 5, 6, 7, 8) Businesses, including
healthcare providers, were forced to close or limit services, potentially jeopardizing access to
essential care and resources (including sources of income) for vulnerable populations in the
community. Reduced access could have inadvertently amplified the virus’s direct effects by
increasing vulnerabilities to undernutrition and other risk factors for severe illness. However, limited
population-based surveillance in resource-scarce settings has hampered our understanding of the
extent of resource restrictions and hardships experienced during the pandemic. This is particularly the
case for Mali, one of the poorest countries in the world with some of the highest levels of child
mortality and lowest life expectancy, where there remains a paucity of data on socioeconomic
impacts of the pandemic.

Vulnerability, broadly defined, is the cumulative effect of cultural, economic, institutional,
political, and social processes that amplify socioeconomic differences in the experience of and
recovery from hazards.(9, 10) In the context of disasters, it is often not the hazard itself that creates
the crisis; rather, the crisis is the impact on individual and community coping patterns and on the
inputs and outputs of social systems.(11, 12, 13, 14) Social vulnerability is the result of social
disparities that shape or influence the susceptibility of different groups to hazards, while also limiting
their capacity to respond.(9, 15) Factors often associated with vulnerability include demographic
characteristics such as age, ethnicity, race, and sex; socioeconomic status (e.g., income, wealth,

employment, education); household composition (e.g., presence of children or elderly); and built
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83  environment (housing and transportation).(16) Social vulnerability also involves place disparities
84  stemming from community characteristics. For example, differential availability of scarce resources
85  between urban and rural areas may exacerbate vulnerabilities to hazards.(15, 17, 18, 19, 20) To
86  understand the broader consequences of the pandemic, it is important to consider economic, political,
87  and social markers of vulnerability at both the individual and community level.(21)

88 The arrival of COVID-19 in Mali, like in many other parts of the world, unleashed a wave of
89  disruptions exceeding the immediate health threat. On March 18", 2020, prior to its first confirmed
90 COVID-19 case, Mali enacted preventative measures like flight suspensions, school closures, and
91  public gathering bans.(22, 23) Following the first cases on March 25", a state of emergency was
92  declared with a curfew implemented.(24) By March 28" with the first death recorded, Mali had
93  restrictions comparable to North America and Western Europe.(22, 23) Mali’s pre-existing
94  vulnerabilities, including poverty, food insecurity, limited healthcare access, a fragile agricultural
95  sector, climate sensitivity, dependence on regional ports, and ongoing conflict in some regions, likely
96 exacerbated the pandemic’s impact.(25, 26) These vulnerabilities were further exacerbated by
97  restrictions on movement and overwhelmed healthcare systems, leading to increased food insecurity
98 and jeopardizing the health of vulnerable groups like children, pregnant women, and mothers. Data
99 limitations hinder a comprehensive understanding of these hardships and their differential effects.
100  Investigating the long-term consequences of these interventions within the context of Mali’s unique
101 challenges can inform future pandemic preparedness and response strategies tailored to such settings.
102 Furthermore, understanding the level of knowledge about COVID-19 prevention measures
103  among Malian households is important for assessing the effectiveness of public health messaging and
104  interventions. Previous studies in sub-Saharan Africa have demonstrated positive associations
105  between knowledge of COVID-19 symptoms, SARS-CoV-2 transmission, and prevention, and the
106  implementation of public health measures like hand hygiene, social distancing, and facemask use.(27,

107 28) Additionally, knowledge of these measures has been linked to higher vaccination coverage, one
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108  of the most effective strategies for protecting individuals against COVID-19 hospitalization and
109  death.(29, 30, 31, 32) Understanding knowledge levels is useful for designing effective public health
110  messaging and interventions tailored to the population context and needs.

111 This study leverages data from an existing Health and Demographic Surveillance System
112 (HDSS) in Mali to analyze the prevalence of hardships experienced during the pandemic as well as
113 knowledge about COVID-19 prevention measures held by Malian households. We focus on key areas
114  such as economic insecurity, food insecurity, healthcare access, and education disruptions, along with
115  exploring household responses to these hardships and their association with knowledge levels.(25,
116  26)

117

118  Methods

119  Study Design

120 This cross-sectional study is part of a larger examination within the Child Health and
121 Mortality Prevention Surveillance (CHAMPS) network to assess implications and potential
122 consequences of pandemic-related measures, including lockdowns, social distancing, and related
123 policies aimed at stemming the transmission of SARS-CoV-2.(6, 7, 8, 33, 34) Specifically, the data
124  were gathered to increase understanding of how these measures may have contributed to broader
125  household socioeconomic challenges. This includes potential impacts on access to healthcare, food
126 availability, and livelihoods, among households, with particular focus on vulnerable groups such as
127  those with children and pregnant women residing in the Bamako HDSS.(35)

128

129  Sudy Setting

130 Mali is a large, predominantly arid country in West Africa, covering over 1,241,238 square
131 kilometers (~479,000 sg. mi) with a population of approximately 21.4 million. The population is

132 predominantly Muslim, with a young age structure (nearly 50% under 15 years), high adult illiteracy
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133  (64.5%), high adolescent fertility, and limited access to healthcare.(36) Mali’s development and
134  health indicators rank among the lowest in the world according to the United Nations index.

135 In 2002, the Centre pour le Développement des Vaccins du Mali (CVD-Mali) was established
136  as a partnership between the Mali Ministry of Health and the University of Maryland, Baltimore,
137 USA. CVD-Mali is a legal government entity working under the Ministry of Health. Since its
138 inception, CVD-Mali has been dedicated to describing the epidemiology of infectious diseases,
139  supporting the development of vaccines, and training a team of local researchers. In 2006, CVVD-Mali
140  established an HDSS in two quartiers (neighborhoods) in Bamako. One neighborhood, Banconi, is
141  situated in Commune 1 and is in the eastern part of the city, north of the Niger River, and occupies an
142 area of 6.23 km® In 2022, the population was estimated at 153,490. The second neighborhood is
143 Djikoroni-para; it has a surface area of roughly 5 km?. It is situated in Commune 4 and is in the
144  western part of Bamako. The estimated population was 82,422 in 2022. Both neighborhoods are
145  densely populated, and the population largely subsists on small business activity, government
146  employment, foreign remittances, and trade. The Bamako HDSS generally conducts biannual
147  demographic data collection rounds as part of its surveillance.

148

149  Participants and Recruitment

150 For this auxiliary study, participants were recruited between August and September 2022.
151  Study participants comprised a qualifying representative (the household head or an adult household
152 member with good knowledge about the household). All households within the Bamako HDSS were
153  eligible for selection into the study, which was implemented during regular HDSS round visits. We
154  used proportion to population stratified random sampling to identify a random sample of 454
155  households stratified across the two communities covered by the HDSS. Simple random sampling
156  was executed within the two catchment areas (strata) with the goal of obtaining samples from the two

157  strata that were proportionate to the population of households residing therein—as all households
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158  actively participate in broader HDSS activities, we obtained a 100 percent response rate. Ultimately,
159  we collected data from 317 households residing in Banconi and 137 households residing in
160  Djikoroni, representing 69.8% and 30.1% of the sample respectively. The study adopted the
161  definition of households and household members used by the HDSS.

162

163  urvey Instrument

164 The survey instrument was designed following established methods,(37) which included
165 identifying key concepts, framing research questions, conducting literature reviews, and drawing
166  from preexisting questionnaires, such as the “High-Frequency Mobile Phone Surveys of Households
167  to Assess the Impacts of COVID-19” standardized survey instrument prepared by the World Bank for
168  assessing direct and indirect socioeconomic consequences of the COVID-19 pandemic.(38) A
169  standardized survey instrument was prepared in English for implementation across the CHAMPS
170  network, with adaptations for local contexts. The final questionnaire was organized into six sections:
171 respondent identification, SARS-CoV-2 knowledge and practices; histories of symptoms; contacts
172 with people that have COVID-19 symptoms; household economic impacts of COVID-19; and the
173 impacts on healthcare access for household members (see supplementary materials). The instrument
174  did not seek to ascertain COVID-19 cases. The survey prompted participants to reflect on household
175  experiences since March 2020.

176

177  Data Coallection and Quality Assurance

178 Data collection was conducted electronically using tablets programmed with RedCAP,(39)
179  with both English and French translations of the instrument presented at the same time.
180  Communication with study participants was in their preferred language. If a fieldworker could not
181  communicate in the preferred language of the respondent, an interpreter was sought from within the

182  household, or the household was revisited at another time by a fieldworker who could communicate
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183 in the preferred language. Data cleaning adhered to standard procedures for the HDSS;(40, 41) data
184  collectors and supervisors were trained on the study objectives, data confidentiality, and data
185  collection techniques. Data quality concerns such as data inconsistencies, implausible values, or
186  incomplete data were identified and flagged for reconciliation, which was completed by data
187  collectors through return visits to the household.

188

189  Satistical Analysis

190 Measures

191 The primary outcome variable of interest was a dichotomous indicator for whether a
192  household reported experiencing at least one type of hardship since the onset of the COVID-19
193  pandemic (i.e., during the 1 to 1 12 years since March 2020). Information on these household
194  hardships were gathered from the following survey question: “Has your household been affected by
195 any of these events since mid-March (2020)?” Responses included job loss, business closure,
196  increases in the price of the main food products consumed, increases in the price of agricultural or
197  commercial inputs, and having a household member detained (see Figure 1).

198 Additional descriptive analyses were performed to describe government responses to COVID-
199 19 and household coping strategies to experiencing any of the hardships listed above. These
200 variables were based on data collected through the following questions: “What steps has your
201 community/government taken to curb the spread of the coronavirus in your area?” and “How did
202 your household cope with these difficulties [hardships] encountered since mid-March (2020)?”
203  Corresponding answers related to government responses included advised citizens to stay home,
204  advised citizens to avoid gatherings, closure of non-essential businesses, closure of schools and
205  universities, curfew/lockdown, disinfection of public places, established isolation centers,
206  sensitization/public awareness, travel restrictions, and other. Responses related to household coping

207  strategies included borrowed from family or friends, delayed payments, generated additional income,
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208  government help, help from family or friends, NGO help, reduced food consumption, reduced non-
209  food consumption, relied on savings, requested a pay advance, sold assets, sold harvest, took out a
210 loan, and other. For each question, data collectors were instructed to select all applicable response
211  categories; each response category was recoded into a unique variable coded as 0 = No (reference), 1
212 =Yes.

213 Right-hand side variables. Head of household variables were age (coded as 1 = <40
214  (reference), 2 = 40 to 49, 3 = 50 to 59, 4 = 60+, 5 = Don’t Know); sex (coded as Female = 0
215  (reference) and Male = 1); education (coded as 1 = None (reference), 2 = Primary, 3 =
216 Secondary/Post-Secondary, 4 = Don’t Know); occupation (coded as 1 = Unemployed (reference), 2 =
217  Professional, 3 = Sales, 4 = Manual Labor); ethnicity (coded as 1 = Bambara (reference), 2 =
218  Fula/Malinke/Senufo, 3 = Songhai/Songinke/Tuareg, 4 = Other); and marital status (0 = Not Married
219  (reference), 1 = Married; original marital status categories combined in the reference category
220 included divorced, single/never married, widowed, separated, and other). Household variables
221 included household size (coded as 1 = 1-4 (reference), 2 = 5-7, 3 = 8-9, 4 = 10+) and residence
222 (coded as 0 = Banconi (reference), 1 = Djicoroni). In preliminary analyses, we also assessed presence
223 of either children under the age of 5 as well as adults older than the age of 65+; however, these
224  variables were not statistically significant in any of the models that they were included in and the
225  models performed better with their exclusion. Government responses to COVID-19 were included as
226  dichotomous variables coded as (0 = No, 1 = Yes) depending on whether a household reported that a
227  given response intervention was implemented in their local neighborhood. Household responses were
228  collected using the following question: “What steps has your community/government taken to curb
229  the spread of the coronavirus in your area?” Interviewers were instructed to read aloud the following
230 list of possible interventions and to select all that applied: None; Advised citizens to stay at home;
231 Advised to avoid gatherings; Restricted travel within country/area; Restricted international travel;

232  Closure of schools and universities; Curfew/lockdown; Closure of non-essential businesses;
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233 Sensitization/public awareness; Established isolation centers; Disinfection of public places; Other;
234 Don’t know; and Refused to respond. From these responses, the following variables were generated:
235 stay home; avoid gatherings; travel restrictions (composite of domestic and international travel
236 restrictions); school closures; lockdowns; business closures; public awareness; isolation centers; and
237  disinfection.

238

239  Analytic Strategy

240 Data preparation and analysis was completed using R version 4.2.0.(42) Missing values were
241  less than one percent of the total observations and addressed through listwise deletion in analytic
242 models. Descriptive statistics were reported for head of household and household characteristics.
243  Cross-tabulations combined with x2 tests of right-hand sided variables with the dependent variable
244  were generated to describe potential relationships between these categorical variables. Unadjusted
245  logistic regression models were executed to further examine associations between characteristics of
246  the head of household, household, and government responses to COVID-19 with the dependent
247  variable household hardships. A final model adjusted association between the dependent variable and
248  right-hand sided variables by controlling for other variables included in the model. Right-hand sided
249  variables were retained in the final adjusted model if their inclusion had theoretical justification
250  based on extant literature; we assessed model fit with a comparison of Akaike Information Criterion
251 (AIC) and Bayesian Information Criterion (BIC) scores—the smallest scores were for the fully
252 adjusted model, indicating that this model had superior fit compared to simpler models. Results from
253  the final logistic regression model are reported as adjusted odds ratios (AOR) with 95% confidence
254  intervals (95% CI) and visualized with forest plots.(43, 44) We explored potential effect modification
255  of association based on location of household residence (Banconi vs. Djicoroni) through modeling
256 interaction effects; these explorations failed to yield statistically significant results and are not

257  reported.

10
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258

259 RESULTS

260 The median and modal age category of household heads was 50-59 years; most households
261 (86.3%) were headed by a male household member and most household heads (87.6%) were married
262  (Table 1). Almost half of household heads had no education and another 28.2% had a primary level
263  education. The most common occupation categories were manual labor (34.7%) and sales (24.3%); a
264 little over 1 in 5 household heads were unemployed. Bambara was the most common ethnic group
265  (35.2%); Fula/Malinke/Senufo and Songhai/Songinke/Tuareg represented about 33.0% and 16.7% of
266 households respectively. Median household size was 8-9 household members. Roughly 70% of
267  households resided in Banconi with the remaining 30% residing in Djicoroni.

268 The most common hardship reported by households was increases in food prices and food
269  insecurity (Figure 1). However, a little less than 80% of households reported that they did not
270  experience any of the hardships measured during the observation period; roughly 18% reported
271 experiencing at least 1 hardship (Figure 2). The overall pattern of the number of hardships
272 experienced during the pandemic is presented in Figure 3. Among those households that reported
273 experiencing at least one hardship during the pandemic, the coping strategies most frequently
274  reported were to ask for help from family or friends (55.6%) and to borrow from family or friends
275  (47.2%). Only 2.8% of households reported seeking out government assistance and no households
276  reported seeking out assistance from an NGO (Figure 4). Most households reported utilizing only one
277  or two coping strategies; the maximum number of strategies implemented was four (Figure 5). With
278 regards to government responses to COVID-19, a majority of households reported local
279  implementation of advisories to avoid gatherings (89.9%), advisories to stay at home (85.2%), travel
280  restrictions (64.8%), closures of schools and universities (58.4%), and curfew/lockdowns (56.6%).
281  Less than 20% of households reported business closures (see Figure 6). A visualization of the number

282 of government responses is presented in Figure 7 (see Table 1.1 for additional details).

11
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283 After adjusting for other characteristics (see Figure 8), households were more likely to report
284  experiencing at least one hardship during the pandemic if the household head was less than 40 years
285 old (AOR = 3.36, 95% CI [1.23, 9.32]) or between 40 to 49 years old (AOR = 3.06, 95% CI [1.30,
286  7.35]) compared to 60 years old or older, was male (AOR = 3.91, 95% CI [1.27, 12.50]) compared to
287  female, was an “Other” ethnic group compared to Bambara (AOR = 4.42, 95% CI [1.88, 10.64]) or if
288  their residence was located in Banconi as compared to a Djicoroni (AOR 6.17, 95% CI [2.13,
289  20.17]). Compared to households with 1 to 4 household members, larger households were more
290 likely to have reported experiencing at least one hardship, but these differences were not statistically
291  significant. Finally, after adjusting for other characteristics, households were more likely to have
292  reported experiencing at least one hardship if the government had closed businesses in the local area
293  (AOR =18.62, 95% CI [8.62, 42.11]). Conversely, households were less likely to report experiencing
294  at least one hardship during the pandemic if the household head’s occupation was reported as
295  professional (AOR =0.21, 95% CI [0.06, 0.72]), sales (AOR = 0.40, 95% CI [0.16, 0.97]), or manual
296  labor (AOR = 0.39, 95% CI [0.16, 0.97]). It is noteworthy that in an unadjusted analysis, households
297  were less likely to have reported experiencing at least one hardship if the head of household had
298  either a primary (OR = 0.41, 95% CI [0.23, 0.72]) or secondary/post-secondary (OR = 0.51, 95% CI
299  [0.27, 0.91]) level education compared to no education; however, after adjusting for other variables,
300 this association was no longer statistically significant. Households were also less likely to have
301  reported experiencing at least one hardship if the government had directed citizens in the local area to
302  stay home (AOR = 0.10, 95% CI [0.03, 0.31]) or had taken efforts to disinfect public areas (AOR =
303 0.23, 95% CI [0.10, 0.51]). As noted above, interaction terms included in statistical models to assess
304  potential effect modification of association based on location of household residence (Banconi vs.
305 Djicoroni) did not yield statistically significant results.

306

307 DISCUSSION

12
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308 In this study, we examined the prevalence of households experiencing any of a variety of
309  hardships during the COVID-19 pandemic in Bamako, Mali. We further examined demographic,
310 economic, and social characteristics of individuals and households associated with these hardships.
311 A little less than 20% of households reported experiencing at least one hardship since the
312 onset of the pandemic, the most commonly reported hardship was an increase in local food prices.
313  This is somewhat lower than anticipated compared to similar studies conducted in other countries. (6,
314 7, 8) This may reflect the degree to which challenging circumstances are already omnipresent in
315 Mali; e.g.,, we found that among households residing in the two Bamako areas almost half of
316  household heads had no education and 1 in 5 reported their occupation as unemployed, findings that
317  are consistent with WHO findings that adult illiteracy is approximately 65 percent.(36) Individual-
318  level risk factors for experiencing these hardships included head of household characteristics such as
319  younger age, male, and unemployment. At the household level, location of residence was likewise a
320  risk factor. These associations are largely consistent with risk factors reported in studies from other
321  resource-limited countries.(45, 46, 47, 48) Future interventions that seek to mitigate negative
322 consequences associated with pandemic mitigation efforts should anticipate these characteristics as
323 important risk factors and target interventions to aid vulnerable groups.

324 The empirical findings from this study are specific to the community living within the study
325  site; a limitation common to studies using HDSS data.(49) In addition, the relatively low overall
326  prevalence of reported hardships limited the ability to comprehensively explore associations between
327  sociodemographic characteristics and specific hardships experienced by households. However, the
328  pattern of our findings are generally consistent with findings reported in other studies from sub-
329  Saharan African countries.(6, 7, 8) As an observational study, other potential limitations include
330 unmeasured variable bias (we did not gather information related to food insecurity beyond increases
331 inlocal food prices such as severity or duration of food insecurity which might underestimate the true

332 impact of hardships; we also did not collect data on potential psychological stress or mental health
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333  impacts) or recall bias due to the extended length of time considered in the study (i.e., some
334  respondents may have forgotten hardships that occurred closer to the onset of the pandemic). In
335  preliminary analyses, we considered evaluating additive and Principal Component Analysis (PCA)
336 based indices of these household hardships; however, we concluded that the combination of these
337  variables resulted in a poor fit for an index after evaluating the additive index via Cronbach’s Alpha
338 scores and the results of the PCA analysis. We cannot draw causal inferences given the cross-
339  sectional nature of the study. Results from other studies suggest some hardships associated with the
340 COVID-19 pandemic are ephemeral.(50) Looking forward, scholars could collect and analyze
341 longitudinal data to evaluate hardship events over time to assess the extent to which some hardships
342  may have lingering effects or effects that change over time and explore potential causal relationships.
343  Demographic surveillance systems present an efficient platform for follow-up data collection using
344  the same survey instrument attached to subsequent rounds of regular data collection. Households
345  reported relying almost exclusively on assistance from family and friends as coping mechanism
346  during the pandemic; in future research, scholars could formally explore the role and impact of
347  financial remittances as a specific form of assistance provided across social relationships.

348 Households in the Bamako HDSS reported experiencing a variety of hardships during the
349  COVID-19 pandemic, with the most prevalent hardships being the increase in local food prices, food
350 insecurity, and job loss. Government closure of businesses was strongly associated with households
351 at risk of experiencing a hardship during the observational period—this points to the need for
352  balancing public health measures with economic considerations during pandemics. Households
353  headed by individuals with lower education and/or unemployed were generally at greater risk of
354  experiencing a hardship. Future policies and practices aiming to mitigate the negative consequences
355 of COVID-19 and future disease outbreaks could anticipate households reflecting these
356  characteristics will disproportionately experiencing socioeconomic hardships.

357
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FIGURES

Food Price Increase ® 13.0 (10.1, 16.5)
COVID Food Insecurity ——— 5.7 (3.8, 8.4)
Job Loss —— 35(2.1,5.8)
Input Inflation —— 2.9 (1.6, 5.0)
Business Closure ——e—— 2.0(1.0,3.9)
IlIness or Death -e— 0.7(0.2,2.1)
Fishing Disruption ®— 0.4(0.1,1.8)
Farm Disruption — 0.4 (0.1,1.8)
Output Deflation ®— 0.2 (0.0, 1.4)

0% 5% 10% 15% 20%

Figure 1. Percentage of Householdsthat Reported a Given Hardship (n = 454).
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Figure 2. Percentage of Households that Reported a Given Number of Hardships (n = 454).
Counts reflect a summation of all hardships reported by a given household; i.e., food price increase,
food insecurity, job loss, input inflation, business closure, illness or death, fishing disruption, farming
disruption, and output deflation.
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Number of Hardships Reported
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Figure 3. Pattern of Multiple Hardships Reported by Households (n = 454). Counts reflect a
summation of all hardships reported by a given household; i.e., food price increase, food insecurity,
job loss, input inflation, business closure, illness or death, fishing disruption, farming disruption, and
output deflation.
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Help from Family or Friends —— 55.6 (45.7, 65.0)
Borrowed from Family or Friends —— 47.2 (37.6,57.0)
Took Outa Loan —e— 6.5 (2.9, 13.4)

Generate Additional Income -e— 4.6 (1.7,11.0)
Government Help -e— 2.8 (0.7, 8.5)

Other -e— 2.8(0.7, 8.5)

Relied on Savings — 1.9 (0.3,7.2)

Delayed Payments -— 19(03,7.2)

Sold Assets — 1.9 (0.3,7.2)

Reduced Food Consumption -e— 1.9 (0.3,7.2)

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%

Figure 4. Percentage of Households that Reported a Given Response to Experiencing
Household Hardships (n = 454).
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Number of Household Responses Reported
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30 60 90

Figure 5. Pattern of Household Responses to Har dships (n = 454). Counts reflect a summation of
all responses reported by a given household; i.e., seeking help from family or friends, borrowing
from family or friends, taking out a loan, generating additional income, seeking government help,
relying on savings, delaying payments, selling assets, reducing food consumption, and other.
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Advised to Avoid Gatherings - 89.9(86.6,924)
Advised Citizens to Stay Home -o- 85.2 (81.6, 88.3)
Travel Restrictions - 64.8 (60.1, 69.1)

Closure of Schools and Universities - 58.4 (53.7, 62.9)
Curfew/lockdown - 56.6 (51.9, 61.2)
Sensitization/public Awareness - 45.6 (41.0, 50.3)
Established Isolation Centers - 427 (38.2, 47.4)
Disinfection of Public Places - 41.4 (36.9, 46.1)
Closure of Non-essential Businesses .- 17.4 (14.1,21.3)
Other @ 2.9(1.6,5.0)

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Figure 6. Per centage of Householdsthat Reported a Given Gover nment Response to COVID-19
(n =454).
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Figure 7. Pattern of Government Response to COVID-19 (n = 454). Counts reflect a summation
of all government responses reported by a given household; i.e., advising to avoid gatherings,
advising citizens to stay home, travel restrictions, closure of schools, establishing curfews or
lockdowns, increasing public awareness, establishing isolation centers, disinfection of public places,
closure of non-essential businesses, and other responses.
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Variable Adjusted Odds Ratio
Age (Household Head)

60+ * Reference

50-59 Pr—— 2.09 (0.93, 4.76)

40-49 —— 3.06 (1.30, 7.35)

<40 —— 3.36 (1.23,9.32)

Don't Know * 0.59 (0.07, 3.36)
Sex (Household Head)

Female 2 Reference

Male —— 3.91 (1.27, 12.50)
Education (Household Head)

None 4 Reference

Primary ——t= 0.56 (0.26, 1.17)

Secondary/Post-Secondary —p— 0.87 (0.30, 2.46)

Don't Know ——— 1.47 (0.47, 4.43)
Occupation (Household Head)

Unemployed 4 Reference

Professional ——— 0.21 (0.06, 0.72)

Sales ¢ 0.40 (0.16, 0.97)

Manual Labor —— 0.39 (0.16, 0.97)
Ethnicity (Household Head)

Bambara L 2 Reference

Fula/Malinke/Senufo —— 1.51 (0.74, 3.15)

Songhai/Soninke/Tuareg ¢ 0.53 (0.18, 1.40)

Other e 4.42 (1.88, 10.64)
Marital Status (Household Head)

Married 2 Reference

Not Married e — 1.96 (0.64, 6.07)
Household Size

1-4 2 Reference

5-7 ——— 1.29 (0.50, 3.46)

8-9 e — 1.49 (0.56, 4.13)

10+ — e — 1.54 (0.58, 4.20)
Residence (Household)

Djicoroni 4 Reference

Banconi —— 6.17 (2.13, 20.17)
Stay Home (Gover nment Response)

No 4 Reference

Yes —— 0.10 (0.03, 0.31)
Avoid Gatherings (Gover nment Response)

No * Reference

Yes < 0.36 (0.12, 1.08)
Travel Restrictions (Gover nment Response)

No < Reference

Yes — 0.83 (0.36, 1.94)
School Closures (Gover nment Response)

No L 4 Reference

Yes 0.95 (0.38, 2.30)
L ockdowns (Gover nment Response)

No Reference

Yes 0.86 (0.36, 2.04)
Business Closur es (Gover nment Response)

No Reference

Yes —p—— | 18.62 (8.62, 42.41)
Public Awar eness (Gover nment Response)

No Reference

Yes 1.09 (0.50, 2.38)
Isolation Center s (Gover nment Response)

No 4 Reference

Yes P — 2.41 (0.96, 6.19)
Disinfection (Gover nment Response)

No L 2 Reference

Yes e—— 0.23 (0.10, 0.51)

L] L] L] L]
0.05 0.25 1 5 15

Figure 8. Adjusted Associations between Individual and Household Characteristics with
Hardships Reported by Households Living in Bamako, Mali (n=454). Presented as Adjusted
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Odds Ratios with 95% confidence intervals. Values were missing for less than one percent of all
observations.
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2 Table 1. Descriptive Statistics for Head of Household and Household Characteristics

3 (n=454)

Houschold Hardship x2  p-value
No Yes Total
% f % f

Head of Household Characteristics

Age <40 66% 39 34% 20 59
40-49 68% 63 32% 30 93
50-59 79% 110 21% 29 139 12.8  0.012
60+ 80% 109 20% 27 136
Don't Know 93% 25 7% 2 27
S F 0 (V)
ex emale 76% 47 24% 15 62 0.0 0.944
Male 76% 298 24% 93 391
Education None 69% 141 31% 63 204
P 1 0 0,
rimary 84% 108 16% 20 128 119 0.007
Secondary/Post-Secondary 82% 75 18% 17 92
Don't Know 73% 22 27% 8 30
Occupation Unemployed 74% 74 26% 26 100
Professional % 1 179 1
rofessiona 83% 7 7% 5 86 41 0.253
Sales 71% 78 29% 32 110
Manual Labor 78% 122 22% 35 157
Ethnicity Bambara 77% 123 23% 37 160
Fula/Malinke/Senufo 73% 109 27% 41 150 9.0 0.030
Songhai/Songinke/Tuareg 88% 67 12% 9 76 ' '
Other 69% 47 31% 21 68
Marital Status Married 76% 301 24% 93 394 0.0 0.950
Not Married 7% 43 23% 13 56 ' '
Houschold Level Characteristics
Household Size 1-4 79% 67 21% 18 85
- % 1 219 2 130
5-7 79% 03 ) 7 3 21 0.553
8-9 75% 83 25% 28 111
10+ 72% 92 28% 35 127
Residence Djicoroni 84% 115 16% 22 137 6.5 0.011
Banconi 73% 231 27% 86 317 ' '

Notes: Data source: CHAMPS Mali Lockdown Module data. Less than five percent of data were missing.
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5 Tablel1l.1: Descriptive Statisticsfor Gover nment Responsesto COVID-19 (n = 454)

Household Hardship x2  p-value
No Yes Total

% f % f

Government Responses to COVID-19

Stay Home No 67% 45 33% 22 67
3.5 0.060

Yes 78% 301 22% 86 387

Avoid Gatherings No 61% 28 39% 18 46
6.6 0.010

Yes 78% 318 22% 90 408

Travel Restrictions No 78% 124 23% 36 160
0.2 0.634

Yes 76% 222 24% 72 294

School Closures No 79% 149 21% 40 189
1.2 0.267

Yes 74% 197 26% 68 265

Lockdowns No 79% 155 21% 42 197
1.2 0.279

Yes 74% 191 26% 66 257

Business Closures No 85% 318 15% 57 375
87.7 <0.001

Yes 35% 28 65% 51 79

Public Awareness No 74% 184 26% 63 247
0.9 0.348

Yes 78% 162 22% 45 207

Isolation Centers No 78% 204 22% 56 260
1.7 0.192

Yes 73% 142 27% 52 194

Disinfection No 70% 185 30% 81 266
15.7 <0.001

Yes 86% 161 14% 27 188

6 Notes: Data source: CHAMPS Mali Lockdown Module data. Less than five percent of data were missing.
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