Appendices
Appendix A1. Comparison of retained and excluded households
	Variable
	Retained
	Excluded with observed data
	Standardised difference

	FCS
	38.65 (N = 1 732)
	45.16 (N = 132)
	-0.42

	DDS7
	4.61 (N = 1 732)
	3.95 (N = 132)
	0.46

	Unadjusted household size
	10.01 (N = 1 732)
	17.50 (N = 132)
	-1.27

	Male household head
	88.7%
	90.2%
	-0.05

	Literate household head
	26.7%
	9.8%
	0.39

	Household head’s years of education
	4.64
	5.40
	-0.17


Note: comparison restricted to observed values among excluded households.
Source: author’s calculations using the 2022 GLO-NET Burkina Faso survey.
Appendix A2. Sensitivity of complementarity to the FCS measure
	Measure
	Province fixed effects
	Municipality fixed effects

	Main FCS
	6.855** (3.306)
	6.810** (3.046)

	Alternative FCS based on within-group means
	6.374*** (2.055)
	7.332*** (1.949)


Notes: interaction term coefficients. N = 1 732; 166 villages. Village-clustered standard errors. *** p < 0.01; ** p < 0.05; * p < 0.10.
Appendix A3. Microcredit among households that received both types of training
	Specification
	FCS Coef. (SE)
	95% CI
	DDS7 Coef. (SE)
	95% CI

	Province fixed effects
	-5.265 (3.622)
	[-12.556 ; 2.027]
	-0.431 (0.373)
	[-1.183 ; 0.320]

	Municipality fixed effects
	-3.846 (3.682)
	[-11.257 ; 3.566]
	-0.372 (0.383)
	[-1.142 ; 0.399]

	Municipalities where both statuses coexist
	-4.043 (3.676)
	[-11.468 ; 3.382]
	-0.364 (0.384)
	[-1.141 ; 0.412]


Notes: 212 households and 47 villages for the first two specifications; 204 households and 42 villages for the third. No coefficient is significant at the 10% level.
Appendix A4. Contrasts in municipalities where the categories coexist
	Comparison
	Indicator
	Coefficient (SE)
	95% CI
	N
	Villages

	Both types of training - financial only
	FCS
	3.970 (2.720)
	[-1.437 ; 9.377]
	1 056
	88

	Both types of training - financial only
	DDS7
	-0.083 (0.282)
	[-0.644 ; 0.478]
	1 056
	88

	Both types of training - environmental only
	FCS
	12.003*** (3.194)
	[5.637 ; 18.369]
	938
	74

	Both types of training - environmental only
	DDS7
	1.248*** (0.271)
	[0.709 ; 1.787]
	938
	74


Notes: municipality fixed effects and village-clustered standard errors. N denotes all households in the selected municipalities. *** p < 0.01; ** p < 0.05; * p < 0.10.
Appendix A5. Exploratory decomposition of the FCS
	Group
	Both - none Coef. (SE)
	q BH
	Both - financial Coef. (SE)
	q BH
	Both - environmental Coef. (SE)
	q BH

	Staples
	-0.109 (0.099)
	0.439
	0.109 (0.150)
	0.660
	0.631 (0.174)
	0.001

	Fruit
	0.017 (0.151)
	0.982
	0.096 (0.198)
	0.755
	0.127 (0.216)
	0.703

	Oil
	0.718 (0.235)
	0.008
	1.255 (0.317)
	<0.001
	1.396 (0.328)
	<0.001

	Milk
	0.051 (0.201)
	0.916
	-0.009 (0.278)
	0.982
	0.381 (0.261)
	0.292

	Vegetables
	-0.141 (0.210)
	0.668
	1.251 (0.428)
	0.011
	0.308 (0.328)
	0.524

	Pulses
	1.352 (0.188)
	<0.001
	0.896 (0.225)
	<0.001
	1.088 (0.250)
	<0.001

	Sugar
	-0.487 (0.137)
	0.002
	-0.612 (0.302)
	0.097
	0.805 (0.329)
	0.037

	Meat, fish, eggs
	-0.286 (0.220)
	0.338
	-0.008 (0.357)
	0.982
	-0.588 (0.422)
	0.307


Notes: models with province fixed effects; N = 1 732. Benjamini–Hochberg q-values cover 24 tests. Exploratory analysis.
Appendix A6. Summary of indicator construction
The FCS aggregates weekly consumption frequencies across eight food groups: staples, vegetables, fruit, animal-source foods, pulses, milk, oil and sugar. Frequencies are capped at seven days and assigned respective weights of 2, 1, 1, 4, 3, 4, 0.5 and 0.5. The score has a theoretical range of 0 to 112. The DDS7 counts how many of seven food groups were consumed at least once, excluding sugar, and ranges from 0 to 7. In the alternative FCS, groups containing several foods use the mean consumption frequency instead of the capped sum before weighting.
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