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Interaction

- Qijie = Aijke * Qjke
Objectives Hurdle 1: Fertilizer Market Participation .
Conclusion

Aijkt ~Binomial (Nijkt, T[ijkt)

| am looking at the effect of gender and its interaction with the O~ (e
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. . Where, Tijkt = P(Aijkt = 1|Zq,' Zh; Si]'kt; Gi]'kt; PTOVjjke; tlme)
1) Explore whether the results seem to be robust in other countries - Comparing households that participated in the market for fertilizer,
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