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A reanalysis of research on schoolbased deworming in Kenya strongly supports the
finding that treatment improves school attendance of both children who are treated
and those who are not.
The reanalysis confirms the core findings of our original research. These were that:
Deworming programmes reduced school absenteeism in treatment schools
by onequarter,
It was cheaper than other ways of increasing school participation, and
Appeared to improve school attendance in schools where no children were
treated.
The reanalysis also corrects a few errors, some mislabelling and clarifies a few data
issues in the original research. As authors of the original study, our assessment of
the reanalysis is that it provides a welcome endorsement of the efficacy of school
based deworming interventions. We do, however, disagree with some of its findings.
Deworming is currently being implemented as policy in many parts of the developing
world. Recent estimates suggest that 280 million children, out of 870 million in need,
are treated for worms, many via schoolbased and communitybased programmes.
This focus on deworming was triggered, in large part, by the findings of randomised
controlled trials conducted by a team of economists, including myself, between 1998
and 2004.
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That the core of these findings has been confirmed by epidemiologists underscores
the importance of the approach adopted by policymakers like the World Health
Organisation (WHO). It has recommended mass treatment once a year in regions
where worm prevalence is 20% and twice a year in regions where worm it is 50%.
Our recently published paper suggests that the WHO recommendations are justified
on human rights, welfare economics and costeffectiveness grounds.
Areas of agreement and disagreement
The reanalysis consists of two papers. The first is a pure replication exercise. This is
useful. The differences are relatively minor, and the bottomline policy conclusions
remain largely intact.
Policies have been developed based on three main findings in our earlier research.
First, that schoolbased deworming in Kenya led to large drops in worm
infections for those taking the tablets and for other community members by
breaking the cycle of transmission.
Second, that school attendance rose sharply in the deworming treatment
schools over the two years of the study.
Third, since deworming is cheap, it achieves these two previous goals very
cost effectively. The study has figured into recent policy debates about the
attractiveness of mass deworming in several countries, including Kenya.
We differ with one aspect of the pure replication report. We disagree with the
interpretation of the people who did not necessarily take the drugs themselves, but
benefited even though they lived within 3kms to 6kms of treatment schools.
The updated estimates are too “noisy” to be useful. What we mean by this is that
when the data is updated, the statistical estimates are not informative, and neither
positive nor negative values can be ruled out within a wide range. Our interpretation
is that it is not worth putting much weight on these estimates but the replication
authors use these uninformative figures to cast doubt on all other results in the
paper. This is inappropriate.
The second part of the reanalysis is a statistical replication which assesses the
“robustness” of the 2004 findings. This is a common goal of researchers – figuring
out how much conclusions change when assumptions are changed.
We identified more substantive problems with the statistical replication which
contains a number of analytical errors and draws conclusions that are contradicted
by the data.
Of particular concern are the questions raised about the robustness of the original
research result that deworming has benefits for school attendance. To assess
robustness in our original research, we considered statistical models, samples,
approaches to weighting data, and definitions of deworming “treatment”.
Questions about the robustness of the result is based on two puzzling analytical
choices neither of which can be justified with data. These are:
Incorrectly defining the deworming treatment variable of when the children
received their treatment. The reanalysis suggest ambiguity around
https://agenda.weforum.org/2015/08/candewormingtreatmentsatkenyanschoolscutabsenteeism/
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treatment dates. But there was none. The original research paper, data and
project documentation are all crystal clear.
The most glaring error is that they chose to split the data into separate
years. In doing so they uncovered “unexpected” patterns in the data,
regarding the correlation between deworming treatment in a school and the
number of attendance observations collected in that school. They argue
this pattern could “bias” the analysis.
We directly tested whether these “unexpected” patterns existed in the data and
conclude that they don’t. We continue to believe that in the absence of any
justification for splitting the data set, the analysis of the Kenya deworming data
should be carried out on the full one.
This leads to the robust conclusion that deworming improved school attendance in
the rural schools that we studied. These results contribute to a growing research
literature finding large positive longrun impacts of deworming on educational and
Comments

1

labour market outcomes.





This article was originally published on The Conversation. Read the original article.
Publication does not imply endorsement of views by the World Economic Forum.
To keep up with the Agenda subscribe to our weekly newsletter.
Author: Edward Miguel is Oxfam Professor of Environmental and Resource
Economics at University of California, Berkeley.
Image: Girls stand inside their classroom at a primary school in Dobley
town. REUTERS/Thomas Mukoya.
Posted by Edward Miguel  10:15
All opinions expressed are those of the author. The World Economic Forum Blog is an independent and neutral platform
dedicated to generating debate around the key topics that shape global, regional and industry agendas.
Absenteeism

Deworming

Education

Health

Kenya

Schools

The Conversation

Comments are closed.

Related posts
Suggested next articles

How optimistic are
parents about their...

Which countries have
the highest rates...

JOE MYERS

JOE MYERS

Forum on Twitter

https://agenda.weforum.org/2015/08/candewormingtreatmentsatkenyanschoolscutabsenteeism/

3/4

8/3/2015

Can deworming treatments at Kenyan schools cut absenteeism?  Agenda  The World Economic Forum
World Economic Forum
@wef

2m

The Power of #Africa: A picture is worth a
thousand Watts wef.ch/1edD4s2 #PowerAfrica
pic.twitter.com/AjpF14MT5f

Expand
World Economic Forum
@wef

53m

Which country is the happiest in the world?
wef.ch/1g0kYL2 #happiness #wellbeing
pic.twitter.com/WHQT82Nuw6

Committed to improving the state of the world
Communities

Useful links

About us

Sitemap

Strategic Partners

Events

Our Mission

Home

Leadership and Governance

Blog

Our Members

Reports

History

Events

Global Growth Companies

Klaus Schwab

Projects

Global Leadership Fellows

Careers

Communities

Technology Pioneers

Contact Us

Schwab Foundation

Open Forum

Young Global Leaders

World Economic Forum USA

Global Shapers

中文

Women Leaders and Gender
Parity

日本語

Industry Partners
Foundation Partners
Global Agenda Councils

Annual Meeting 2015
Annual Meeting of the New
Champions 2015

Privacy & Terms of Use

Civil Society

Media
News
Community News
Event News
Forum News
Issue News
Report News

Academic Networks

Access

Reports

IBC area

Videos

IMC area

Press

Strategic Partners’ area

Fictitious email warning

Partner Institutes’ area

Subscribe

Global Risks Report
Global Competitiveness Report

Media Advisory

Global Gender Gap Report

https://agenda.weforum.org/2015/08/candewormingtreatmentsatkenyanschoolscutabsenteeism/

4/4

