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Online Appendix
Table A1. List of IOs in dataset
	International Organization
	Acronym
	Performance (rescaled average)
	De facto policy autonomy
	De jure policy autonomy

	Adaptation Fund
	AF
	0.47
	3.62
	5

	African Development Bank
	AFDB
	0.57
	4.49
	2.5

	Asian Development Bank
	ASDB
	0.79
	5.00
	4

	Caribbean Development Bank
	CDB
	0.30
	4.00
	4

	Central Emergency Response Fund
	CERF
	0.52
	2.00
	6

	CGIAR Consortium
	CGIAR
	0.35
	3.42
	3

	Climate Investment Funds
	CIFS
	0.75
	3.02
	3

	Commonwealth Secretariat
	COMSEC
	0.02
	3.28
	3

	European Bank for Reconstruction and Development
	EBRD
	0.87
	3.39
	5

	European Development Fund
	EDF
	0.69
	4.03
	2.5

	Expanded Delivering as One Funding Window for the Achievement of the Millennium Development Goals
	EFW
	0.37
	2.01
	1

	Food and Agriculture Organization
	FAO
	0.22
	2.26
	5

	Education for All – Fast Track Initiative
	FTI
	0.54
	3.09
	3

	GAVI Alliance
	GAVI
	0.92
	3.21
	4

	Global Crop Diversity Trust
	GCDT
	0.64
	3.57
	4

	Global Environment Facility
	GEF
	0.61
	3.12
	4

	Global Fund to Fight AIDS, Tuberculosis, and Malaria
	GFATM
	0.56
	3.64
	3

	Global Facility for Disaster Reduction and Recovery
	GFDRR
	0.63
	3.15
	2

	Inter-American Development Bank
	IADB
	0.64
	5.00
	3

	International Committee of the Red Cross
	ICRC
	0.89
	3.20
	4

	International Fund for Agricultural Development
	IFAD
	0.64
	3.81
	4.75

	International Finance Corporation
	IFC
	0.84
	3.54
	4

	International Federation of the Red Cross
	IFRC
	0.42
	3.31
	4.5

	International Labour Organization
	ILO
	0.24
	1.19
	1.5

	International Monetary Fund
	IMF
	0.68
	4.22
	4

	International Organization for Migration
	IOM
	0.48
	3.21
	5

	International Trade Centre
	ITC
	0.74
	3.15
	1

	Least Developed Countries Fund
	LDCF
	0.66
	4.07
	4

	Multilateral Fund for the Implementation of the Montreal Protocol
	MLF
	0.65
	3.01
	2.25

	UN Office for the Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs
	OCHA
	0.45
	4.26
	3

	UN Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights
	OHCHR
	0.35
	3.08
	2

	UN Peacebuilding Fund
	PBF
	0.53
	3.04
	2.75

	Private Infrastructure Development Group
	PIDG
	0.94
	4.09
	2

	UN Human Settlements Programme
	UN-HABITAT
	0.12
	2.36
	3

	Joint UN Programme on HIV/AIDS
	UNAIDS
	0.28
	3.59
	4.5

	UN Capital Development Fund
	UNCDF
	0.48
	3.38
	2

	UN Conference on Trade and Development
	UNCTAD
	0.25
	2.09
	1.17

	UN Development Programme
	UNDP
	0.52
	3.39
	2

	UN Environment Programme
	UNEP
	0.41
	3.02
	5

	UN Educational, Scientific, and Cultural Organization
	UNESCO
	0.01
	2.26
	5

	UN Population Fund
	UNFPA
	0.53
	3.15
	0

	Office of the UN High Commissioner for Refugees
	UNHCR
	0.67
	3.18
	4

	UN Children’s Fund
	UNICEF
	0.67
	4.21
	3

	UN Industrial Development Organization
	UNIDO
	0.29
	3.29
	3.5

	UN Office for Disaster Risk Reduction
	UNISDR
	0.16
	2.30
	1

	UNITAID
	
	0.44
	3.06
	3

	UN Office on Drugs and Crime
	UNODC
	0.30
	1.23
	2.6

	UN Relief and Works Agency for Palestine Refugees in the Near East
	UNRWA
	0.55
	3.41
	3

	UN Women
	UNW
	0.24
	0.16
	2

	World Bank
	WB
	0.83
	4.74
	4

	World Food Programme
	WFP
	0.68
	3.86
	5.67

	World Health Organization
	WHO
	0.40
	2.61
	5

	World Trade Organization
	WTO
	0.89
	1.01
	2


Table A2. Summary statistics for dataset
	
	 

	Variable
	Measure
	N
	Mean
	St. Dev.
	Min
	Max

	
	

	DFID INDEX
	Index based on principal component analysis of six performance indicators
	41
	0.00
	1.86
	-3.21
	3.44

	AUSAID INDEX
	Index based on principal component analysis of six performance indicators
	41
	0.00
	1.74
	-3.69
	3.09

	DUTCH INDEX
	Index based on principal component analysis of four performance indicators
	31
	0.00
	1.43
	-4.74
	2.31

	SWEDISH INDEX
	Index based on principal component analysis of two performance indicators 
	23
	0.00
	1.34
	-1.78
	2.66

	DANISH RATINGS
	Single overall performance measure
	17
	2.65
	1.00
	1.00
	4.00

	NUMBER OF STAFF
	Log number of full-time staff 
	53
	5.92
	2.47
	0.00
	9.44

	FIELD PRESENCE
	Dummy variable: one or more field office = 1; otherwise 0
	53
	0.60
	0.49
	0.00
	1.00

	AGE
	Log number of years since creation
	53
	3.26
	0.97
	1.10
	5.00

	DE FACTO POLICY AUTONOMY
	Index summing five indicators of IO agenda-setting powers, decision rules, nonstate funding; mostly survey-based
	53
	0.85
	0.36
	0.00
	1.00

	DE JURE POLICY AUTONOMY
	Same as DE FACTO POLICY AUTONOMY but based on formal rules
	53
	3.18
	0.96
	0.16
	5.00

	INSTITUTIONALIZED ALLIANCES
	Index summing four indicators of depth of cooperation, preference alignment, complementarity of capabilities
	53
	3.31
	1.18
	1.00
	5.67

	TECHNICAL COMPLEXITY (SURVEY)
	Dummy variable: staff conduct research in support of policymaking = 1; otherwise = 0; survey-based
	53
	2.30
	1.46
	0.00
	3.81

	TECHNICAL COMPLEXITY (QUALIFICATIONS)
	Proportion of IO’s senior management with specialized educational qualification
	53
	0.70
	0.46
	0.00
	1.00

	
	


Table A3. Relationship between DFID performance indicators and de facto policy autonomy
	
	Dependent Variable: DFID performance indicators

	
	 

	
	Delivery of Results
	Contribution to Objectives
	Cost Awareness
	Financial Management
	Accountability and Transparency
	Strategic Management

	
	(1)
	(2)
	(3)
	(4)
	(5)
	(6)

	

	DE FACTO POLICY AUTONOMY
	0.341***
	0.334***
	0.378***
	0.262***
	0.251***
	0.324**

	
	(0.089)
	(0.097)
	(0.101)
	(0.072)
	(0.092)
	(0.129)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	NUMBER OF STAFF (log)
	0.09
	0.144
	0.05
	-0.02
	0.082
	0.062

	
	(0.078)
	(0.111)
	(0.076)
	(0.072)
	(0.094)
	(0.090)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	FIELD PRESENCE
	-0.638
	-0.362
	-0.288
	-0.291
	-0.444
	-0.314

	
	(0.405)
	(0.441)
	(0.466)
	(0.466)
	(0.360)
	(0.378)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	AGE (log)
	0.004
	-0.221
	-0.168
	0.013
	-0.224
	-0.113

	
	(0.153)
	(0.221)
	(0.172)
	(0.156)
	(0.155)
	(0.164)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Constant
	1.233***
	2.088***
	1.720***
	1.990***
	2.144***
	1.512***

	
	(0.377)
	(0.448)
	(0.364)
	(0.334)
	(0.331)
	(0.448)

	

	Observations
	41
	41
	41
	41
	41
	41

	R2
	0.287
	0.256
	0.289
	0.212
	0.296
	0.2

	Adjusted R2
	0.208
	0.174
	0.21
	0.124
	0.217
	0.111

	Notes: Ordinary least squares regressions with robust standard errors in parentheses. *** p < 0.01, ** p < 0.05, * p < 0.1.


Table A4. Relationship between AusAID performance indicators and de facto policy autonomy
	
	Dependent variable: AusAID performance indicators

	
	 

	
	Delivery of Results
	Contribution to Objectives
	Cost Awareness
	Financial Management
	Accountability and Transparency
	Strategic Management

	
	(1)
	(2)
	(3)
	(4)
	(5)
	(6)

	 

	DE FACTO POLICY AUTONOMY
	0.368***
	0.015
	0.313***
	0.319***
	0.422***
	0.445***

	
	(0.077)
	(0.096)
	(0.094)
	(0.096)
	(0.074)
	(0.085)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	NUMBER OF STAFF (log)
	-0.039
	0.136***
	0.004
	-0.077
	-0.03
	-0.077**

	
	(0.056)
	(0.043)
	(0.070)
	(0.087)
	(0.061)
	(0.034)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	FIELD PRESENCE
	0.056
	-0.408
	0.136
	-0.201
	-0.21
	0.226

	
	(0.364)
	(0.274)
	(0.365)
	(0.441)
	(0.367)
	(0.188)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	AGE (log)
	0.011
	-0.046
	-0.241
	0.175
	0.006
	0.072

	
	(0.181)
	(0.154)
	(0.165)
	(0.229)
	(0.158)
	(0.119)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Constant
	1.446***
	2.338***
	2.075***
	1.794***
	1.674***
	1.181***

	
	(0.407)
	(0.411)
	(0.413)
	(0.551)
	(0.401)
	(0.355)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	

	Observations
	41
	41
	41
	41
	41
	41

	R2
	0.212
	0.158
	0.187
	0.155
	0.348
	0.363

	Adjusted R2
	0.124
	0.065
	0.097
	0.061
	0.276
	0.292

	Notes: Ordinary least squares regressions with robust standard errors in parentheses.  *** p < 0.01, ** p < 0.05, * p < 0.1.


Table A5. Relationship between Dutch performance indicators and de facto policy autonomy
	
	Dependent variable: Dutch performance indicators

	
	 

	
	Implementation
	Focus on Core Mandate
	Financial Management
	Administration and Management Effectiveness

	
	(1)
	(2)
	(3)
	(4)

	

	DE FACTO POLICY AUTONOMY
	0.075
	0.142**
	0.195**
	0.253***

	
	(0.071)
	(0.068)
	(0.083)
	(0.078)

	
	
	
	
	

	NUMBER OF STAFF (log)
	0.032
	-0.1
	0.067
	0.057

	
	(0.073)
	(0.080)
	(0.090)
	(0.064)

	
	
	
	
	

	FIELD PRESENCE
	-0.002
	-0.085
	-0.271
	-0.045

	
	(0.409)
	(0.315)
	(0.414)
	(0.332)

	
	
	
	
	

	AGE (log)
	-0.316*
	-0.067
	-0.27
	-0.219

	
	(0.164)
	(0.151)
	(0.222)
	(0.173)

	
	
	
	
	

	Constant
	3.615***
	3.945***
	3.171***
	2.604***

	
	(0.439)
	(0.363)
	(0.550)
	(0.375)

	

	Observations
	31
	31
	31
	31

	R2
	0.217
	0.197
	0.214
	0.259

	Adjusted R2
	0.096
	0.074
	0.093
	0.144

	Notes: Ordinary least squares regressions with -robust standard errors in parentheses. *** p < 0.01, ** p < 0.05, * p < 0.1.


Table A6. Relationship between Swedish performance indicators and de facto policy autonomy
	
	Dependent variable: Swedish performance indicators

	
	 

	
	Internal Effectiveness
	External Effectiveness

	
	(1)
	(2)

	

	DE FACTO POLICY AUTONOMY
	0.656***
	0.491***

	
	(0.154)
	(0.121)

	
	
	

	NUMBER OF STAFF (log)
	0.029
	-0.1

	
	(0.082)
	(0.120)

	
	
	

	FIELD PRESENCE
	-1.282
	-0.086

	
	(1.112)
	(1.078)

	
	
	

	AGE (log)
	0.423
	0.154

	
	(0.335)
	(0.386)

	
	
	

	Constant
	0.61
	2.461*

	
	(1.469)
	(1.366)

	
	
	

	

	Observations
	23
	23

	R2
	0.471
	0.264

	Adjusted R2
	0.354
	0.101

	Notes: Ordinary least squares regressions with robust standard errors in parentheses. *** p < 0.01, ** p < 0.05, * p < 0.1.


Table A7. Relationship between DFID performance indicators and de jure policy autonomy
	
	Dependent Variable: DFID performance indicators

	
	 

	
	Delivery of Results
	Contribution to Objectives
	Cost Awareness
	Financial Management
	Accountability and Transparency
	Strategic Management

	
	(1)
	(2)
	(3)
	(4)
	(5)
	(6)

	

	DE JURE POLICY AUTONOMY
	0.112*
	0.008
	0.087
	0.009
	-0.056
	0.068

	
	(0.062)
	(0.096)
	(0.087)
	(0.058)
	(0.069)
	(0.078)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	NUMBER OF STAFF (log)
	0.139
	0.228*
	0.118
	0.045
	0.168*
	0.122

	
	(0.089)
	(0.122)
	(0.092)
	(0.073)
	(0.095)
	(0.083)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	FIELD PRESENCE
	-0.848**
	-0.672
	-0.558
	-0.53
	-0.741**
	-0.552

	
	(0.404)
	(0.444)
	(0.472)
	(0.472)
	(0.350)
	(0.370)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	AGE (log)
	-0.015
	-0.238
	-0.189
	-0.001
	-0.236
	-0.13

	
	(0.167)
	(0.269)
	(0.203)
	(0.161)
	(0.171)
	(0.143)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Constant
	1.852***
	2.880***
	2.474***
	2.606***
	2.854***
	2.168***

	
	(0.421)
	(0.383)
	(0.341)
	(0.376)
	(0.294)
	(0.414)

	

	Observations
	41
	41
	41
	41
	41
	41

	R2
	0.157
	0.107
	0.107
	0.077
	0.184
	0.072

	Adjusted R2
	0.063
	0.008
	0.008
	-0.025
	0.093
	-0.031

	Notes: Ordinary least squares regressions with robust standard errors in parentheses. *** p < 0.01, ** p < 0.05, * p < 0.1.


Table A8. Relationship between AusAID performance indicators and de jure policy autonomy
	
	Dependent variable: AusAID performance indicators

	
	 

	
	Delivery of Results
	Contribution to Objectives
	Cost Awareness
	Financial Management
	Accountability and Transparency
	Strategic Management

	
	(1)
	(2)
	(3)
	(4)
	(5)
	(6)

	 

	DE JURE POLICY AUTONOMY
	0.113
	-0.009
	0.002
	0.132
	0.039
	0.009

	
	(0.084)
	(0.065)
	(0.075)
	(0.085)
	(0.072)
	(0.085)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	NUMBER OF STAFF (log)
	-0.038
	0.137***
	0.013
	-0.08
	-0.021
	-0.064

	
	(0.053)
	(0.044)
	(0.072)
	(0.087)
	(0.066)
	(0.041)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	FIELD PRESENCE
	0.021
	-0.418
	0.053
	-0.212
	-0.301
	0.111

	
	(0.367)
	(0.281)
	(0.382)
	(0.437)
	(0.395)
	(0.239)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	AGE (log)
	0.005
	-0.042
	-0.217
	0.159
	0.026
	0.104

	
	(0.193)
	(0.154)
	(0.180)
	(0.231)
	(0.173)
	(0.138)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Constant
	2.340***
	2.403***
	3.035***
	2.498***
	2.890***
	2.535***

	
	(0.414)
	(0.359)
	(0.415)
	(0.501)
	(0.405)
	(0.420)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	

	Observations
	41
	41
	41
	41
	41
	41

	R2
	0.048
	0.158
	0.053
	0.086
	0.067
	0.022

	Adjusted R2
	-0.058
	0.065
	-0.052
	-0.016
	-0.037
	-0.086

	Notes: Ordinary least squares regressions with robust standard errors in parentheses.  *** p < 0.01, ** p < 0.05, * p < 0.1.


Table A9. Relationship between Dutch performance indicators and de jure policy autonomy
	
	Dependent variable: Dutch performance indicators

	
	 

	
	Implementation
	Focus on Core Mandate
	Financial Management
	Administration and Management Effectiveness

	
	(1)
	(2)
	(3)
	(4)

	

	DE JURE POLICY AUTONOMY
	-0.021
	-0.129**
	0.061
	0.05

	
	(0.058)
	(0.057)
	(0.072)
	(0.086)

	
	
	
	
	

	NUMBER OF STAFF (log)
	0.047
	-0.058
	0.09
	0.091

	
	(0.066)
	(0.084)
	(0.089)
	(0.080)

	
	
	
	
	

	FIELD PRESENCE
	0.04
	0.033
	-0.213
	0.042

	
	(0.408)
	(0.315)
	(0.421)
	(0.349)

	
	
	
	
	

	AGE (log)
	-0.337*
	-0.128
	-0.299
	-0.264

	
	(0.178)
	(0.167)
	(0.221)
	(0.181)

	
	
	
	
	

	Constant
	3.857***
	4.645***
	3.482***
	3.087***

	
	(0.456)
	(0.388)
	(0.616)
	(0.521)

	

	Observations
	31
	31
	31
	31

	R2
	0.19
	0.218
	0.118
	0.07

	Adjusted R2
	0.065
	0.098
	-0.018
	-0.073

	Notes: Ordinary least squares regressions with -robust standard errors in parentheses. *** p < 0.01, ** p < 0.05, * p < 0.1.


Table A10. Relationship between Swedish performance indicators and de jure policy autonomy
	
	Dependent variable: Swedish performance indicators

	
	 

	
	Internal Effectiveness
	External Effectiveness

	
	(1)
	(2)

	

	DE JURE POLICY AUTONOMY
	-0.016
	0.067

	
	(0.146)
	(0.108)

	
	
	

	NUMBER OF STAFF (log)
	0.138
	-0.034

	
	(0.128)
	(0.139)

	
	
	

	FIELD PRESENCE
	-1.67
	-0.311

	
	(1.276)
	(1.141)

	
	
	

	AGE (log)
	0.432
	0.159

	
	(0.608)
	(0.495)

	
	
	

	Constant
	2.303
	3.516**

	
	(1.876)
	(1.523)

	
	
	

	

	Observations
	23
	23

	R2
	0.117
	0.017

	Adjusted R2
	-0.079
	-0.202

	Notes: Ordinary least squares regressions with robust standard errors in parentheses. *** p < 0.01, ** p < 0.05, * p < 0.1.


Table A11. Relationship between IO performance and de facto policy autonomy with additional controls
	
	Dependent variable: Government ratings of IO performance

	
	 

	
	DFID INDEX
	AUSAID INDEX
	DUTCH INDEX
	SWEDISH INDEX
	DANISH RATINGS
	AVERAGE OF MEASURES

	
	(1)
	(2)
	(3)
	(4)
	(5)
	(6)

	

	DE FACTO POLICY AUTONOMY
	0.937***
	1.308***
	0.631***
	0.755***
	-0.389
	0.111***

	
	(0.194)
	(0.265)
	(0.185)
	(0.213)
	(0.249)
	(0.031)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	NUMBER OF STAFF (log)
	0.290**
	-0.218
	0.056
	-0.341*
	-0.001
	-0.003

	
	(0.134)
	(0.165)
	(0.140)
	(0.191)
	(0.098)
	(0.019)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	FIELD PRESENCE
	-2.779***
	-0.845
	-0.408
	-1.877***
	-0.167
	-0.096

	
	(0.682)
	(1.004)
	(1.001)
	(0.642)
	(0.485)
	(0.103)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	AGE (log)
	0.071
	0.517
	-0.751**
	0.327
	0.551**
	0.022

	
	(0.300)
	(0.389)
	(0.373)
	(0.227)
	(0.230)
	(0.042)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	DEVELOPMENT
	-0.094
	-0.392
	-0.021
	-0.391
	2.095***
	-0.056

	
	(0.479)
	(0.625)
	(0.420)
	(0.496)
	(0.504)
	(0.061)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	EDUCATION
	-1.732***
	-1.781**
	-1.256
	-0.139
	1.300***
	-0.242**

	
	(0.635)
	(0.707)
	(1.710)
	(0.501)
	(0.500)
	(0.099)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	ENVIRONMENT
	-0.598
	-0.454
	0.877
	-2.170***
	1.527***
	-0.013

	
	(0.510)
	(0.742)
	(0.769)
	(0.735)
	(0.185)
	(0.067)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	HUMANITARIAN AID
	-0.131
	0.691
	-0.258
	0.209
	0.304
	-0.036

	
	(0.465)
	(0.482)
	(0.653)
	(0.387)
	(0.320)
	(0.077)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	HEALTH
	-0.002
	0.182
	0.253
	-0.348
	0.882***
	0.009

	
	(0.408)
	(0.528)
	(0.515)
	(0.430)
	(0.251)
	(0.074)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	POWER ASYMMETRY
	-2.734***
	-0.957
	-3.245
	-0.669
	-2.348
	-0.280***

	
	(0.568)
	(1.171)
	(2.225)
	(2.642)
	(3.306)
	(0.066)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	PREFERENCE HETEROGENEITY
	-9.865**
	3.951
	-7.714
	24.361**
	-42.400***
	-0.219

	
	(4.172)
	(5.907)
	(9.476)
	(12.242)
	(14.700)
	(0.561)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	GEOGRAPHICAL DIVERSITY
	-8.905***
	-0.363
	-2.682**
	10.452***
	7.319
	-0.865***

	
	(1.725)
	(4.601)
	(1.211)
	(3.643)
	(9.402)
	(0.296)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Constant
	14.664***
	-6.69
	10.644
	-29.461**
	31.325***
	1.291**

	
	(4.692)
	(8.680)
	(8.433)
	(12.200)
	(10.367)
	(0.652)

	

	Observations
	41
	41
	31
	23
	17
	53

	R2
	0.671
	0.491
	0.455
	0.674
	0.897
	0.424

	Adjusted R2
	0.53
	0.273
	0.092
	0.282
	0.586
	0.252

	 

	Notes: Ordinary least squares regressions with robust standard errors in parentheses. In Model 6, the five measures of IO performance are rescaled between 0 and 1 before being averaged. *** p < 0.01, ** p < 0.05, * p < 0.1.



Table A12. Relationship between IO performance and de jure policy autonomy with additional controls
	
	Dependent variable: Government ratings of IO performance

	
	 

	
	DFID INDEX
	AUSAID INDEX
	DUTCH INDEX
	SWEDISH INDEX
	DANISH RATINGS
	AVERAGE OF MEASURES

	
	(1)
	(2)
	(3)
	(4)
	(5)
	(6)

	

	DE JURE POLICY AUTONOMY
	0.042
	0.238
	-0.163
	0.356
	-0.047
	0.021

	
	(0.145)
	(0.201)
	(0.206)
	(0.289)
	(0.072)
	(0.021)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	NUMBER OF STAFF (log)
	0.649***
	-0.027
	0.335
	-0.098
	0.022
	0.004

	
	(0.147)
	(0.175)
	(0.248)
	(0.249)
	(0.124)
	(0.018)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	FIELD PRESENCE
	-3.847***
	-1.003
	-0.115
	-2.195***
	-0.366
	-0.096

	
	(0.679)
	(1.067)
	(1.101)
	(0.700)
	(0.538)
	(0.101)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	AGE (log)
	-0.149
	0.286
	-0.691
	-0.141
	0.745***
	0.027

	
	(0.317)
	(0.369)
	(0.448)
	(0.487)
	(0.259)
	(0.044)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	DEVELOPMENT
	0.275
	0.746
	0.373
	-0.243
	1.703***
	-0.024

	
	(0.635)
	(0.727)
	(0.583)
	(0.567)
	(0.356)
	(0.080)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	EDUCATION
	-2.029**
	-2.036
	-0.937
	1.236
	0.612*
	-0.247*

	
	(0.975)
	(1.270)
	(1.897)
	(0.873)
	(0.338)
	(0.145)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	ENVIRONMENT
	-0.835
	-0.702
	1.235
	-3.179**
	1.717***
	-0.002

	
	(0.598)
	(0.790)
	(0.986)
	(1.292)
	(0.285)
	(0.072)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	HUMANITARIAN AID
	-0.26
	0.57
	0.386
	-0.042
	0.274
	-0.054

	
	(0.595)
	(0.783)
	(0.696)
	(0.739)
	(0.375)
	(0.090)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	HEALTH
	-0.285
	-0.069
	0.185
	-1.430*
	1.033***
	-0.027

	
	(0.551)
	(0.713)
	(0.677)
	(0.756)
	(0.242)
	(0.082)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	POWER ASYMMETRY
	-2.785***
	-0.304
	1.128
	2.274
	-4.709
	-0.264***

	
	(0.647)
	(1.427)
	(2.633)
	(3.454)
	(4.524)
	(0.071)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	PREFERENCE HETEROGENEITY
	-8.256*
	0.293
	-12.237
	24.558*
	-35.296**
	-0.234

	
	(4.956)
	(6.818)
	(11.455)
	(12.578)
	(15.990)
	(0.650)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	GEOGRAPHICAL DIVERSITY
	-9.931***
	-6.973
	-2.58
	13.191***
	1.959
	-1.050***

	
	(2.796)
	(5.378)
	(1.880)
	(4.841)
	(12.986)
	(0.331)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Constant
	16.295***
	5.282
	12.924
	-31.124**
	29.023***
	1.691**

	
	(6.083)
	(10.023)
	(10.047)
	(13.208)
	(9.653)
	(0.766)

	

	Observations
	41
	41
	31
	23
	17
	53

	R2
	0.499
	0.253
	0.317
	0.491
	0.881
	0.251

	Adjusted R2
	0.284
	-0.067
	-0.138
	-0.119
	0.522
	0.026

	 

	Notes: Ordinary least squares regressions with robust standard errors in parentheses. In Model 6, the five measures of IO performance are rescaled between 0 and 1 before being averaged. *** p < 0.01, ** p < 0.05, * p < 0.1.



Table A13. Determinants of de facto policy autonomy with additional controls
	

	
	Dependent variable: DE FACTO POLICY AUTONOMY

	
	 

	
	(1)
	(2)

	

	INSTITUTIONALIZED ALLIANCES
	0.280***
	0.256***

	
	(0.086)
	(0.098)

	
	
	

	TECHNICAL COMPLEXITY (SURVEY)
	0.712***
	

	
	(0.239)
	

	
	
	

	TECHNICAL COMPLEXITY (QUALIFICATIONS)
	
	0.852**

	
	
	(0.433)

	
	
	

	DE JURE POLICY AUTONOMY
	0.101
	0.111

	
	(0.069)
	(0.068)

	
	
	

	NUMBER OF STAFF (log)
	-0.017
	-0.023

	
	(0.078)
	(0.074)

	
	
	

	FIELD PRESENCE
	0.365
	0.248

	
	(0.346)
	(0.373)

	
	
	

	AGE (log)
	0.012
	0.106

	
	(0.201)
	(0.216)

	
	
	

	DEVELOPMENT
	0.079
	-0.011

	
	(0.246)
	(0.306)

	
	
	

	EDUCATION
	0.033
	-0.161

	
	(0.378)
	(0.458)

	
	
	

	ENVIRONMENT
	-0.215
	-0.311

	
	(0.228)
	(0.237)

	
	
	

	HUMANITARIAN AID
	0.153
	0.07

	
	(0.226)
	(0.233)

	
	
	

	HEALTH
	-0.407
	-0.438

	
	(0.293)
	(0.318)

	
	
	

	POWER ASYMMETRY
	0.599
	0.737

	
	(0.460)
	(0.473)

	
	
	

	PREFERNCE HETEROGENEITY
	-2.081
	0.687

	
	(3.454)
	(3.133)

	
	
	

	GEOGRAPHICAL DIVERSITY
	-1.801
	-0.861

	
	(2.466)
	(2.054)

	
	
	

	Constant
	4.778
	1.535

	
	(4.609)
	(3.865)

	

	Observations
	53
	53

	R2
	0.48
	0.439

	Adjusted R2
	0.288
	0.232

	Notes: Ordinary least squares regressions with robust standard errors in parentheses. *** p < 0.01, ** p < 0.05,* p < 0.1.


Table A14. Relationship between IO performance and de facto policy autonomy excluding INGOs and PPPs
	
	Dependent variable: Government ratings of IO performance

	
	 

	
	DFID INDEX
	AUSAID INDEX
	DUTCH INDEX
	SWEDISH INDEX
	DANISH RATINGS
	AVERAGE OF MEASURES

	
	(1)
	(2)
	(3)
	(4)
	(5)
	(6)

	 

	DE FACTO POLICY AUTONOMY
	1.130***
	1.260***
	0.581***
	0.660***
	0.14
	0.114***

	
	(0.212)
	(0.197)
	(0.165)
	(0.157)
	(0.266)
	(0.031)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	NUMBER OF STAFF (log)
	0.088
	0.091
	0.055
	-0.011
	0.035
	0.018

	
	(0.218)
	(0.133)
	(0.180)
	(0.098)
	(0.260)
	(0.022)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	FIELD PRESENCE
	-0.563
	-0.597
	-0.499
	1.360***
	N.A.
	-0.081

	
	(1.242)
	(1.312)
	(1.234)
	(0.372)
	N.A.
	(0.145)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	AGE (log)
	-0.475
	-0.291
	-0.807*
	0.607
	1.273***
	-0.055

	
	(0.393)
	(0.420)
	(0.433)
	(0.385)
	(0.374)
	(0.047)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Constant
	-2.450***
	-3.442***
	1.056
	-5.717***
	-2.896*
	0.278**

	
	(0.787)
	(0.848)
	(0.975)
	(1.222)
	(1.531)
	(0.120)

	

	Observations
	36
	35
	29
	21
	15
	46

	R2
	0.447
	0.456
	0.345
	0.614
	0.476
	0.268

	Adjusted R2
	0.376
	0.384
	0.235
	0.518
	0.333
	0.196

	Notes: Ordinary least squares regressions with robust standard errors in parentheses. In Model 6, the five measures of IO performance are rescaled between 0 and 1 before being averaged. In Model 5, the coefficient on FIELD PRESENCE could not be defined due to singularities. *** p < 0.01, ** p < 0.05, * p < 0.1.


Table A15. Relationship between IO performance and de jure policy autonomy excluding INGOs and PPPs
	
	Dependent variable: Government ratings of IO performance

	
	 

	
	DFID INDEX
	AUSAID INDEX
	DUTCH INDEX
	SWEDISH INDEX
	DANISH RATINGS
	AVERAGE OF MEASURES

	
	(1)
	(2)
	(3)
	(4)
	(5)
	(6)

	 

	DE JURE POLICY AUTONOMY
	0.117
	0.064
	-0.042
	0.023
	0.112
	0.009

	
	(0.164)
	(0.205)
	(0.186)
	(0.129)
	(0.123)
	(0.023)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	NUMBER OF STAFF (log)
	0.381
	0.135
	0.147
	0.088
	0.054
	0.013

	
	(0.305)
	(0.188)
	(0.200)
	(0.149)
	(0.234)
	(0.021)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	FIELD PRESENCE
	-1.714
	-1.036
	-0.037
	1.114**
	N.A.
	-0.08

	
	(1.390)
	(1.541)
	(1.247)
	(0.531)
	N.A.
	(0.138)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	AGE (log)
	-0.548
	-0.165
	-0.909*
	0.634
	1.223***
	-0.026

	
	(0.535)
	(0.515)
	(0.484)
	(0.647)
	(0.357)
	(0.050)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Constant
	0.026
	0.193
	2.330**
	-4.281**
	-2.730**
	0.540***

	
	(0.926)
	(1.121)
	(1.081)
	(1.973)
	(1.289)
	(0.137)

	

	Observations
	36
	35
	29
	21
	15
	46

	R2
	0.103
	0.042
	0.14
	0.201
	0.495
	0.027

	Adjusted R2
	-0.012
	-0.086
	-0.003
	0.002
	0.357
	-0.068

	Notes: Ordinary least squares regressions with robust standard errors in parentheses. In Model 6, the five measures of IO performance are rescaled between 0 and 1 before being averaged. In Model 5, the coefficient on FIELD PRESENCE could not be defined due to singularities. *** p < 0.01, ** p < 0.05, * p < 0.1.


Table A16. Determinants of de facto policy autonomy excluding INGOs and PPPs
	
	Dependent variable: DE FACTO POLICY AUTONOMY

	
	 

	
	(1)
	(2)

	 

	INSTITUTIONALIZED ALLIANCES
	0.236**
	0.210**

	
	(0.092)
	(0.105)

	
	
	

	TECHNICAL COMPLEXITY (SURVEY)
	0.769***
	

	
	(0.288)
	

	
	
	

	TECHNICAL COMPLEXITY (QUALIFICATIONS)
	
	1.084**

	
	
	(0.504)

	
	
	

	DE JURE POLICY AUTONOMY
	0.119
	0.128*

	
	(0.079)
	(0.077)

	
	
	

	NUMBER OF STAFF (log)
	-0.11
	-0.150*

	
	(0.076)
	(0.085)

	
	
	

	FIELD PRESENCE
	0.381
	0.272

	
	(0.372)
	(0.436)

	
	
	

	AGE (log)
	0.086
	0.21

	
	(0.185)
	(0.206)

	
	
	

	Constant
	1.835***
	1.890***

	
	(0.382)
	(0.392)

	

	Observations
	46
	46

	R2
	0.382
	0.365

	Adjusted R2
	0.287
	0.267

	Notes: Ordinary least squares regressions with robust standard errors in parentheses. *** p < 0.01, ** p < 0.05, * p < 0.1.


Table A17. Relationship between IO performance and de facto policy autonomy excluding influential observations
	
	Dependent variable: Government ratings of IO performance

	
	 

	
	DFID INDEX
	AUSAID INDEX
	DUTCH INDEX
	SWEDISH INDEX
	DANISH RATINGS
	AVERAGE OF MEASURES

	
	(1)
	(2)
	(3)
	(4)
	(5)
	(6)

	 

	DE FACTO POLICY AUTONOMY
	1.229***
	1.036***
	0.499***
	0.566***
	-0.23
	0.132***

	
	(0.157)
	(0.158)
	(0.105)
	(0.116)
	(0.150)
	(0.020)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	NUMBER OF STAFF (log)
	0.342***
	0.208
	-0.025
	-0.068
	0.016
	0.001

	
	(0.097)
	(0.139)
	(0.092)
	(0.097)
	(0.214)
	(0.012)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	FIELD PRESENCE
	-3.048***
	-2.759***
	-0.117
	-1.095*
	-1.634***
	-0.074

	
	(0.624)
	(0.635)
	(0.573)
	(0.621)
	(0.202)
	(0.097)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	AGE (log)
	-0.056
	0.437*
	-0.367
	0.465
	1.359***
	-0.012

	
	(0.289)
	(0.251)
	(0.273)
	(0.384)
	(0.281)
	(0.038)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Constant
	-3.854***
	-3.970***
	0.061
	-2.127***
	-0.253
	0.185*

	
	(0.586)
	(0.738)
	(0.503)
	(0.748)
	(0.776)
	(0.097)

	

	Observations
	36
	37
	27
	20
	14
	48

	R2
	0.626
	0.57
	0.491
	0.556
	0.894
	0.401

	Adjusted R2
	0.578
	0.516
	0.398
	0.437
	0.848
	0.345

	Excluded IOs 
	CDB, COMSEC, ICRC, PIDG, UNHCR
	CGIAR, COMSEC, GFATM, UNESCO
	GEF, UNCTAD, UNESCO, WTO
	GAVI, GEF, WB
	ASDB, IFAD, UNRWA
	CGIAR, COMSEC, ICRC, PIDG, WTO

	Notes: Ordinary least squares regressions with robust standard errors in parentheses. Observations were excluded if their Cook’s Distance, DFFITS value, or DFBETAS value (for DE FACTO POLICY AUTONOMY) exceeded 4/n, 2√(p/n), or 2/√n, respectively, where n is the number of observations and p is the number of model parameters. *** p < 0.01, ** p < 0.05, * p < 0.1.


Table A18. Relationship between IO performance and de jure policy autonomy excluding influential observations
	
	Dependent variable: Government ratings of IO performance

	
	 

	
	DFID INDEX
	AUSAID INDEX
	DUTCH INDEX
	SWEDISH INDEX
	DANISH RATINGS
	AVERAGE OF MEASURES

	
	(1)
	(2)
	(3)
	(4)
	(5)
	(6)

	 

	DE FACTO POLICY AUTONOMY
	0.052
	0.009
	-0.052
	0.023
	0.131
	-0.003

	
	(0.139)
	(0.198)
	(0.115)
	(0.129)
	(0.098)
	(0.022)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	NUMBER OF STAFF (log)
	0.780***
	-0.078
	0.151
	0.088
	0.033
	0.009

	
	(0.177)
	(0.152)
	(0.106)
	(0.149)
	(0.245)
	(0.018)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	FIELD PRESENCE
	-3.360***
	-1.363
	-0.891*
	-1.660*
	-1.596***
	-0.159

	
	(0.894)
	(0.910)
	(0.485)
	(0.966)
	(0.212)
	(0.119)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	AGE (log)
	-0.526
	0.502
	-0.343
	0.634
	1.305***
	0.021

	
	(0.517)
	(0.369)
	(0.297)
	(0.647)
	(0.322)
	(0.044)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Constant
	-1.197
	-0.247
	1.255
	-1.506
	-1.468
	0.532***

	
	(0.785)
	(0.978)
	(0.763)
	(1.538)
	(1.048)
	(0.128)

	

	Observations
	37
	39
	28
	21
	14
	50

	R2
	0.33
	0.096
	0.2
	0.119
	0.784
	0.058

	Adjusted R2
	0.247
	-0.01
	0.061
	-0.101
	0.689
	-0.026

	Excluded IOs 
	COMSEC, EBRD, EDF, PIDG
	COMSEC, WFP
	GEF, UNCTAD, UNESCO
	GAVI, GEF
	IFAD, UNFPA, UNRWA
	COMSEC, UNCTAD, UNISDR

	Notes: Ordinary least squares regressions with robust standard errors in parentheses. Observations were excluded if their Cook’s Distance, DFFITS value, or DFBETAS value (for DE JURE POLICY AUTONOMY) exceeded 4/n, 2√(p/n), or 2/√n, respectively, where n is the number of observations and p is the number of model parameters. *** p < 0.01, ** p < 0.05, * p < 0.1.


Table A19. Determinants of de facto policy autonomy excluding influential observations
	
	Dependent variable: DE FACTO POLICY AUTONOMY

	
	 

	
	(1)
	(2)

	

	INSTITUTIONALIZED ALLIANCES
	0.194***
	0.161*

	
	(0.064)
	(0.086)

	
	
	

	TECHNICAL COMPLEXITY (SURVEY)
	0.653***
	

	
	(0.192)
	

	
	
	

	TECHNICAL COMPLEXITY (QUALIFICATIONS)
	
	0.818**

	
	
	(0.413)

	
	
	

	DE JURE POLICY AUTONOMY
	0.137**
	0.059

	
	(0.070)
	(0.063)

	
	
	

	NUMBER OF STAFF (log)
	-0.087
	-0.006

	
	(0.053)
	(0.047)

	
	
	

	FIELD PRESENCE
	0.176
	-0.105

	
	(0.261)
	(0.251)

	
	
	

	AGE (log)
	0.147
	0.12

	
	(0.147)
	(0.172)

	
	
	

	Constant
	1.825***
	2.006***

	
	(0.307)
	(0.334)

	

	Observations
	47
	46

	R2
	0.415
	0.371

	Adjusted R2
	0.327
	0.275

	Excluded IOs
	CERF, EDF, OCHA, UNCTAD, UNESCO, UNW
	AFDB, EDF, IADB, PIDG, UNCTAD, UNW, WTO

	Notes: Ordinary least squares regressions with robust standard errors in parentheses. Observations were excluded if their Cook’s Distance, DFFITS value, or DFBETAS value (for INSTITUTIONALIZED ALLIANCES or TECHNICAL COMPLEXITY) exceeded 4/n, 2√(p/n), or 2/√n, respectively, where n is the number of observations and p is the number of model parameters. *** p < 0.01, ** p < 0.05, * p < 0.1.


Table A20. Instrumental variables analysis with survey-based measure of technical complexity
	Dependent variable: IO performance (second-stage results)
	

	
	DFID INDEX
	AUSAID INDEX
	DUTCH INDEX
	SWEDISH INDEX
	DANISH RATINGS
	AVERAGE OF MEASURES

	
	(1)
	(2)
	(3)
	(4)
	(5)
	(6)

	DE FACTO POLICY AUTONOMY
	2.035**
	1.519**
	0.698*
	1.126**
	-3.728
	0.168**

	
	(0.826)
	(0.680)
	(0.379)
	(0.427)
	(12.109)
	(0.071)

	NUMBER OF STAFF (log)
	-0.042
	-0.096
	0.026
	-0.118
	0.539
	0.007

	
	(0.336)
	(0.164)
	(0.226)
	(0.191)
	(1.782)
	(0.021)

	FIELD PRESENCE
	-0.397
	-0.062
	-0.35
	-0.528
	-0.528
	-0.044

	
	(1.310)
	(0.782)
	(0.817)
	(1.113)
	(4.449)
	(0.092)

	AGE (log)
	-0.318
	-0.024
	-0.743*
	0.332
	0.41
	-0.046

	
	(0.470)
	(0.428)
	(0.433)
	(0.567)
	(2.983)
	(0.051)

	Constant
	-5.017**
	-4.374*
	0.494
	-3.493*
	11.207
	0.121

	
	(2.241)
	(2.302)
	(1.532)
	(2.005)
	(39.769)
	(0.221)

	Observations
	41
	41
	31
	23
	17
	53

	R2
	0.189
	0.331
	0.34
	0.247
	-5.873
	0.168

	Adjusted R2
	0.099
	0.257
	0.238
	0.08
	-8.164
	0.099

	
	

	Dependent variable: DE FACTO POLICY AUTONOMY (first-stage results)
	

	
	DFID INDEX
	AUSAID INDEX
	DUTCH INDEX
	SWEDISH INDEX
	DANISH RATINGS
	AVERAGE OF MEASURES

	
	(1)
	(2)
	(3)
	(4)
	(5)
	(6)

	NUMBER OF STAFF (log)
	-0.032
	-0.032
	-0.032
	-0.032
	-0.032
	-0.032

	
	(0.083)
	(0.077)
	(0.100)
	(0.105)
	(0.091)
	(0.083)

	FIELD PRESENCE
	0.206
	0.206
	0.206
	0.206
	0.206
	0.206

	
	(0.381)
	(0.353)
	(0.458)
	(0.483)
	(0.417)
	(0.379)

	AGE (log)
	0.03
	0.03
	0.03
	0.03
	0.03
	0.03

	
	(0.201)
	(0.186)
	(0.241)
	(0.254)
	(0.220)
	(0.200)

	TECHNICAL COMPLEXITY (SURVEY)
	0.987***
	0.987***
	0.987***
	0.987***
	0.987***
	0.987***

	
	(0.282)
	(0.261)
	(0.339)
	(0.358)
	(0.309)
	(0.281)

	Constant

	2.460***
	2.460***
	2.460***
	2.460***
	2.460***
	2.460***

	
	(0.465)
	(0.431)
	(0.559)
	(0.589)
	(0.509)
	(0.463)

	Observations
	53
	53
	53
	53
	53
	53

	R2
	0.224
	0.224
	0.224
	0.224
	0.224
	0.224

	Adjusted R2
	0.159
	0.159
	0.159
	0.159
	0.159
	0.159

	Notes. Two-stage least squares regressions with standard errors in parentheses. *** p < 0.01, ** p < 0.05, * p < 0.1.


Table A21. Instrumental variables analysis with qualification-based measure of technical complexity
	Dependent variable: IO performance (second-stage results)
	

	
	DFID INDEX
	AUSAID INDEX
	DUTCH INDEX
	SWEDISH INDEX
	DANISH RATINGS
	AVERAGE OF MEASURES

	
	(1)
	(2)
	(3)
	(4)
	(5)
	(6)

	DE FACTO POLICY AUTONOMY
	2.080***
	2.082***
	0.571*
	0.628*
	1.073
	0.220***

	
	(0.761)
	(0.631)
	(0.298)
	(0.333)
	(1.040)
	(0.072)

	NUMBER OF STAFF (log)
	-0.054
	-0.113
	0.047
	-0.038
	-0.094
	0.007

	
	(0.328)
	(0.181)
	(0.221)
	(0.169)
	(0.304)
	(0.022)

	FIELD PRESENCE
	-0.354
	0.09
	-0.295
	-0.813
	-1.477
	-0.036

	
	(1.284)
	(0.858)
	(0.803)
	(1.000)
	(1.303)
	(0.100)

	AGE (log)
	-0.316
	-0.067
	-0.771*
	0.339
	1.418**
	-0.055

	
	(0.476)
	(0.473)
	(0.426)
	(0.512)
	(0.578)
	(0.055)

	Constant
	-5.125**
	-6.110***
	0.804
	-2.241
	-4.418
	-0.016

	
	(2.108)
	(2.209)
	(1.410)
	(1.744)
	(3.843)
	(0.229)

	Observations
	41
	41
	31
	23
	17
	53

	R2
	0.168
	0.181
	0.352
	0.385
	0.191
	0.022

	Adjusted R2
	0.076
	0.09
	0.252
	0.248
	-0.079
	-0.059

	
	

	Dependent variable: DE FACTO POLICY AUTONOMY (first-stage results)
	

	
	DFID INDEX
	AUSAID INDEX
	DUTCH INDEX
	SWEDISH INDEX
	DANISH RATINGS
	AVERAGE OF MEASURES

	
	(1)
	(2)
	(3)
	(4)
	(5)
	(6)

	NUMBER OF STAFF (log)
	-0.076
	-0.076
	-0.076
	-0.076
	-0.076
	-0.076

	
	(0.083)
	(0.075)
	(0.100)
	(0.102)
	(0.087)
	(0.083)

	FIELD PRESENCE
	0.055
	0.055
	0.055
	0.055
	0.055
	0.055

	
	(0.363)
	(0.326)
	(0.435)
	(0.446)
	(0.380)
	(0.363)

	AGE (log)
	0.203
	0.203
	0.203
	0.203
	0.203
	0.203

	
	(0.192)
	(0.172)
	(0.230)
	(0.236)
	(0.200)
	(0.192)

	TECHNICAL COMPLEXITY (QUALIFICATIONS)
	1.518***
	1.518***
	1.518***
	1.518***
	1.518***
	1.518***

	
	(0.399)
	(0.358)
	(0.478)
	(0.490)
	(0.417)
	(0.399)

	Constant

	2.323***
	2.323***
	2.323***
	2.323***
	2.323***
	2.323***

	
	(0.460)
	(0.413)
	(0.551)
	(0.565)
	(0.481)
	(0.460)

	Observations
	53
	53
	53
	53
	53
	53

	R2
	0.25
	0.25
	0.25
	0.25
	0.25
	0.25

	Adjusted R2
	0.188
	0.188
	0.188
	0.188
	0.188
	0.188

	Notes. Two-stage least squares regressions with standard errors in parentheses. *** p < 0.01, ** p < 0.05, * p < 0.1.


Figure A1. Number of undernourished and extremely poor people in the world, 1970-2013
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Sources: The undernourishment data come from Food and Agriculture Organization 2010 (1969-89); and FAO Hunger Statistics (1990-2014), available at <http://www.fao.org/hunger/en/>. The poverty data come from Bourguignon and Morrisson 2002 (1970-80); and the World Bank’s PovcalNet database (1981-2011), available at <http://iresearch.worldbank.org/PovcalNet/index.htm>.
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