Fig.1

e O !
~ Liwale |
™

84 °
OF B o

RUVUMA N

o o : - 1
\ : T
L Nali X
AT K L

WMA

¢ WMAvillage
0 Non-WMA village -




Fig.2

North

South

Feels informed about the WMA 4

Is aware of the boundaries of WMA land

Knows the village representative |
to the Authorised Association

Feels able to influence WMA management |
via their representatives

Feels informed about the Authorised Association's |
conservation efforts

Feels informed about the use of WMA money 4

Was in favour of joining the WMA 4

Is in favour of WMA membership today

o 4

25

50

75 100 25
Percentage of respondents

o -

50

75

100

. Yes
. No opinion
N

[e]

No response



Fig.3

Village infrastructure
School

Emplc\%ment opportunities
ildlife conservation

Other

Grazing area

Fear of wildlife
Homestead

Water

Trade

Fear of livestock predation
Health

External support
Firewood

Farmland

NTFPs

Livestock mobility
Personal mobility

B First
Second
Third

O

I I [ I |
20 40 60 80 100

Number of respondents choosing item



Fig.4

Fear of livestock predation
Fear of wildlife

Other

Firewood

Farmland

Grazing area

NTFPs

Wildlife conservation
Village services
Homestead
Livestock mobility
Personal mobility
Trade

Water

e

I

[ ]

I

|

1

[ |

[ |

i

|

l

M First

Second
Third

I T T | | 1

0 20 40 60 80 100

Number of respondents choosing item



Very poor/Poor Normal/Rich
2 -
1 -
SRR T EETRIERRTREIc S TPRERS IRPERRRTUPEPPRTE ERRN I FERR FERPERR IR PPERFEPPRERE RPPTRRN SEPP 5
2 =
=)
S 1]
3]
2
by -2
<
S
Ee
0}
T 11
E
7] »
|.|J O BN EEEEEEE) CETE T EEEEE T TCI IS TR B IR AP PRI @ IR 8
5
-1 4
.2 -
o & & J & : & ;
Ny @ d 5§ > o o3
\}\,‘@\0 'G\Qvé\ (< \,\@Y\ G}Q}O & \§¢\(b ’&Q-@ (( \@:‘Q é\q.\\)o
S) ® c)o(\ &F Oo(\

Fig5

Significance
¢ 95%
0 80%

¢ Non



WNMA WMA Non-WMA Non-WMA
Very poor/Poor Nermal/Rich Very poor/Poor Normal/Rich
5.01
it *
g "l il % PRI TYTYRE IR | KATT YOO
8 ool SARS a?.%,?...s} ..... ...+....¢..4>._}.¢.f%.._.¢¢. ¢H¢<§¢ ........ %,...¢.¢...§¢.¢§
E
T -254
g
o
0]
2 5.0+
2
5}
8 2.51
kS|
ISP ARES S || AR YR A m _____ PR AT NI ARNREE A o
MW’H b H P ,
-2.54 <}
Q\B’ Q‘Q Q‘Q Q\@

Fig.6

Significance
$ os5%
 8o%

¢ Non



Very poor/Poor Normal/Rich
2.5
. 004 %% ........ (%) ....... %%* ....... %%%% %%% % 4:}% QZ
i) e
g
= -2.54
2 Significance
=
Q 50- ¢ 95%
<
= & 0%
=
B 25 ¢ Non
©
£
B ool oyl %%%{) 1[ SO SO0 D00 OO0 OO SO g
=
-2.54
-5.04
T T T T - T T olb N A Iq T T T T o'é» —
& R ® 2 W F &S & » & 2% & 2 B @ R R
& & o Ay O,\oQ & 5 F & é{( é\e} o ks O\oQ RS @e}ot’ <
& & X ¥ &8
k8 v &

Fig 7



Significance
b 8o%

¢ Non

T
0
o

t
e
(<]

soAloe Bupelsuab awooul Jo Jaguinu

U0 10949 YIAM palewisg

Fig.8



Very poor/Poor

Normal/Rich

2 .

1 -

odi % ________________________________________ % _________________________ .
= g
2 % 3
g
o oA
2
@
< 3
s -
O
g
«
E
=
wn 0 o reasaflecrcnscaslPprercsnssatgeescssnssafrcses] fevesafesenisnci(Percssassiriarsasssaperoas w
gt ¢

=

-11

-2

-3 T T T T T T T T

ra.%e' 00b Qa(‘\\ \Q‘F\ rbge OOb @’Q\ !\Q}*
& & > & & & 2
b@. 0\\0 & brb. 6\0 &
& \y & <

Fig.9

Significance
¢ 95%
0 80%

¢ Non



List of Figures

Figure 1: Map of study areas, reproduced with permission from
https://www.nature.com/articles/sdata201887. Circle symbols indicate the approximate
location of our study villages, with closed symbols indicating those which are part of a WMA
and open symbols indicating matched non-WMA villages. Grey shaded areas show the
boundaries of the land managed by WMAs included in our study. Hatched areas show the

boundaries of National Parks, Game Reserves and the Ngorongoro Conservation Area.

Figure 2: Wives’ knowledge of WMA extent, personnel, work and revenues, perception of

WMA membership, and their ability to influence the Authorized Association.

Figure 3: Perceived benefits of WMAs.

Figure 4: Perceived costs of WMAs.

Figure 5: WMA impacts on married women’s access to natural resources, disaggregated by
region and by pooled wealth group. Thick and thin lines show 80% and 95% credible

intervals around means respectively. Effects traditionally considered statistically significant
(where 95% confidence intervals (Cls) do not overlap zero) display in red; weaker evidence
for an effect (where 80% Cls do not overlap zero) in orange. Negative outcomes (below the

zero line) indicate WMA s are associated with a worse outcome.

Figure 6: Change of income-generating activities through time, disaggregated by region, by
pooled wealth group, and by WMA/non-WMA status.

Figure 7: WMA effect on married women’s income-generating activities, disaggregated by

region and by pooled wealth group.

Figure 8: WMA effect on number of income-generating activities.

Figure 9: WMA effect on dimensions of food and physical security, disaggregated by region

and wealth.
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