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H|1E HEOBWEFER

1.1. WEoHEERLELERN

TR — EA~DT 72 AOKIMMN, BRFFOAEF R FIZ L > CEE/RREE
D—2>TH DI EIFA L Bk S T3 (Conning and Udry 2007) , 4@l i D AFE ZEMEIL,
E D DITRSE FEORMNEFHIE s THER b DO L 25, T, LAY A EE
DR B B F PRI KT 5 @O AT A B TR b, S B b DA
DIAETENS BB THLR L R VG5 BEEEEDOIRA R LD RN, 74— /L ik
IR THEBENAIBENBITOV A7 EBGIEANREL 2> TLE D Z LITHEHKT D,
EHIT, EROIEIHRIENFET D561, UiEk., €7 4P — N, BIEES RIETT
EVOENET, ERICEID2EERBITOY 27 2 X5 2#MEETLE S (Armendariz
and Morduch 2005), Z#UZ L o T 7 4+ —< /L8 T1E+ 0 7 IR IA e D A Fr= 7o, 370
O HAEHMmfE (creditworthiness) DARWEREITKT S @EE 2 B0 06, BIEIEA 256
IEEMEMTE D RRICHBT 5 Z L1k D, MRERMICENFHHIEASCITE D7
5P L & ORI E@Y — EA~DT Z A EHTon, Mz EEe T ey
=7 b~OFERCHE P, SLICTHEREABAOL L TSRO EY 2 »
7 (idiosyncratic and/or covariate shock) IZXHLT HREN A WET AL KRS L LD

(Okten and Osili 2004, Conning and Udry 2007)

— ANy e R AR L WIRIL T Tk, BB IEE WA RE2ERT 510 07 ¢
— VIR LM - MEBIREFFOA X NOOMENKFT D L L D03, HH M
5OEEMIREITHR CCIREM L 22D Z & 23% 0 (Weiss and Montgomery 2004, Conning and
Udry 2007), & Z T < OBIFE EEM, 1950 44805 1970 HRIT T CREFFIO 2R -3
b &S KEOESMAEZ BATTICH L TITY 1-0ic, &t om& a7 7 2%
JREPICIE S TEIT LT, TR0 m 7T MILPIEMNFEH 23R e L, fiGeRLLT
THIH FTEE 72 i Bh AT & OFiE 238 U C, 1D Oprfgm ERER iz o N b & %
RET D L HIFF SN T e, FRCREREIL, PER, SiENEFEO S K428 T TR
AN S, BRMICENRERKOE EF2 672063 &2 5Tz (Yaron and
Benjamin 2002), AU H b BT, h DB X ORE T e 7T AExtR E LK
%< OEFEMIEDOFERIT, D7 b7 vl I AR Bl L- & 5 72 B3R %58 U 7- ik
R DOFBIITEBR L TV edr oo 2 L& /RL T2 (Adams et al. 1984, Robinson 2001,
Zeller and Meyer 2002), ®RFHIA BT 4 TINEBED LNIERAMG 7 0 77 20, #ixo
BURIIAE BT L DLV b« o —=F U 7IEEBZBIR L, O I K D EREAE L 2
E0, YRR E L T BB OBREIZII 2@ iRnolcdTh 5,

O LIIR AT T 2 7 B LT, ~4 717 7 AF A (Microfinance: MF)
EMEEN DR ERMAER A £ TS (Morduch 1999), 12& A KD MF BB (MF



institutions: MFIs) 23, ZiE CiIEREV2E@Y —E R IIRME THDH EEZ LTV
IKFTAS M 12k U CIHR T/ 2B 2 120k L TV D, 2N OB D% <k, /I
7R ECHTRAITREN DD Z L RHIfF S TWA, MFIs OHIZIE, mWT 7 R —
FH T D OICBUFCEEEE (H) 7O 0&&EICEF L T DB L FET D

WEDOMBE T EME T 0 7T AORBOKENS, SRR & L ToMBdkiE:

(financial self-sustainability) 23 E L S AU, BUE (2% Uiy 72 ik & 5972 2 L B4
X% Td 5 (Zeller and Meyer 2002), L7=23-> T, FlIFRIIHFH L VLICRESND Z
ENZ, —FH T, BRREEICBIT 2 DOMF 7 u s 7 A0, ZNE TOBMNFEDF
MG 710 7 F 2 E I3 RAC, $990%~98% &\ 9 @\ R R 2 R L TV 5,

M85 L~V TORFFRERIE & @O IRFERICERP L S5 2 & T, MR 5T 2 & mikEa
DM BLRHee & feFs L7 ECENEOEAZSGET 5 2 LN TE 2 HE LB NEINBOR &
L CTHDEZ RO, 29 La@lii a5 i THES T MFIs 0803 i L, 1997 6
2007 4= £ TOMIT 655 #EET7/~ 6 3552 P2z 5 £ TL o o7, 7o, MF OZ4E IR
I HIZ 1,650 5 A D 185,480 T AICE TR L7, DWW 2007 FRf S CHaE g 125
HEINDZHEAEIL1E660 5 AT, K69%% 55 (Daley-Harris 2009, Figure 1-1)

Figure 1-1 Growth of Microfinance Coverage during 1997 - 2007

4000 180
3500 /- 160
3000 - 140
// 10 ~—®Total number of
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¥ “/ - 100
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/ - 80 reached (millions), right axis
1500
/ - 60 —<— Number of "poorest" clients
1000 20 reported (millions), right
/ i axis
500 ,‘___p——‘/ - 20
0 T T T T T T T T T T 0
A D O O DD D> o O
)
PSS S

Source: Daley-Harris (2009)

Z DX D RIRRA MF EEOME A2 T, EE#IE 2005 FE (27 Lyy ho
EFE) @D, 2 =7 A% B (Millennium Development Goals: MDGs) Dk & MF



B A BRRAICBAMA 72, N2 L 2006 ARSI AR AR D MFI THH A T T T v ad
77 I VHUT EEDRGRE Tl D X AEHRIT, TEORD B ORRFERY - #L BT & 3 5k
THEORD L] ZEERLT, /=YL EMEBRRE SNz, —#HO MF 25T 28R
HIBGERA~OWFOmE D L5 T2 EROZHIL, T IICEMORBARLEMEDRS HH 0
T, FJZ Robinson (2001) 1%, EFEFAFEOHIR T IMF #4 : microfinance revolution) 73
AL TWD EFEHLTWD,

L2r L7223 b A 22 5 & 0 T BRZERRE 7 57 Tl MF 12 X 2 B IREIEES K OvE ik i
RERDOAD=ZALMIEALTERR I B ARHFLN T LRI EITEWEW,
Armendariz and Morduch (2005) 235# L T\ 5 X 912, MFIZBT 2AF5EI2iZW < D004
A (myth) RSN EEROTHD, RNPTHHEBTERWVEERRAIILFO ST
» 5 (Figure 1-2),

Figure 1-2 The Structure and Research Questions in the Study by Chapters
[ MFEAZEIZBI 9% ]

ZDOM%F = (Myth)
GLO A
=GU:J:6FFE’1%0)9&PAU [MFU)Q@%‘J;‘E?JJ% ]
BEARAN=X LDEERH

BIFEOERETILO - —r

L GUSHI+5 R RIHED
miEE EHEOCRIE || tammasoss ke
=GLMEBDEREARE]

FAE

ol

F5E ETo

o, SA—F LT 42 (Group Lending: GL) & FRIEI D FEHI A it FiE DA
BIPEIZ DN T Th D, GL OIEARBIFHEIL. BREZ /N R T 7 L — 7~ Sk L,
HUECRGER B N CHHELR O/ NBRE 2175 L0 ) DO TH S (Morduch 1999) 2, 1980

VRS ITOREFHZ X, 1 H 1L RABITFCEL T MREDOER)E : extreme poor] (3 1998 4
BFRC 12 ALLEIZH B (World Bank, 2000), AR HICEET 2 BRMEZ #FRT D 7291
E#X MDGs /&8, FDH—IHHE & LT, 2015 £ TIZ MMEDOEKE ] 4 1990 4 & Hik L
TP T222EFES L, MAKEICZNE TULORE LW N E2EF L TWD,

2 ZZTWH GL &3 2000 FFLIFTIC 7 T 2 VYT TRA SN TWE GLAE T, BlIETIZZ
RV T TU T VAT AEMNEINDETANTHD, BRI, 7T 2 HRITIE 2000 FELIE

7



ERUBEDON T T7T v a « 77 I 8YTICRE SN D MF O, FrIZ @R R R O
TRT, 20 GL EMEEN DS TIEICH D &0 ) 585k MF Ehis - fF7EE W5 0T
HHmERE L TAE > Tz (Morduch 1999), L2cL7Zen3 6. T4 GL OFZNEICEERR
BT 5 Him - SEAEFZE A EME SR (Hermes and Lensink 2007) . @i R 26K
DOEZITITYHEE L T b O EITHID A T = X LWRNFLET D DO TR E W 9 G
2 (B%E) RFFHFUTIRE LiED T\ % (Armendariz and Morduch 2005, Ch. 5), GL
DEIMEEARRINCEMRE L X 5 &3 58900%. GLIZL D [HHOKRK FWikA =X 2%
BAEL L9 & TRALEVIZHZ L HTE D, ZOMERREFFOMEIL. SHIC=
DT HZENARETH 5,

BEEDHEIRET VL OEEN - BRI RGE

B2 MB OFT —# Z VT GL 2SN U CTEHR O FE B 0T JE 1 T o il
ZFR L TWD D, EFEFIEEZFEAED 2 & TRICBEFEGRZEEL LD &0 )
RATH D, 5T, 2 OWFFRITE A RGER AT & o GL BT 5B mE T v
IZOWTERER « FEERICHREEL, TORZEMEZRLI DO THLEE I T ENTED (eg
Ahlin and Townsend 2007, Al-Azzam et al. 2011, Hermes et al. 2005, Wydick 1999),
& b HE CRIER72MF5E1X,. Ahlin and Townsend (2007) TH 5, 51, ¥ A OFEMIZR
7T — & L eRFIRERT — % 2 O CTEFER R PSHA 2R E LTV 5, & EEER O
ERMSZEZE0 T 258107 — 2 Ol CEEREICZR 201, ERHTGS~A 702
LYy MZOWTHMAREREZG XL 5 &7, HUBSSREET & v 5 TR O IEAR
FEICESNE 225, TO/ME, FFESTICEVWTKHERET AV EZ#MBT 572007
— X OB (variation) NRENHIZR D ETH D, F7 7 IV IT0T7—2 2N NED
EFR L, 77 I UHITOBRMHENSERICEA SN TLE > 70D, BHEDENDR)
RINT = MBEHITE R, 2B NI A DT = X—=R(F, ZORT=—
I ThbH, BEO~AI7mn s LYy oA 73— VEHOERE G, B TLITL
X2 SN DEMFEOWHFEIZ OV TEFELWNREZ BT 2 &Ik, BT T A3 E R
EUTCOHERTHLEMHIEDOENEIRFEANZ—ZDHDE, I 70T —% L LTHHT
T& 5729 Thb, Ahlin and Townsend (2007) O 9 —OORHHEIL, ~( /s LTy
foBVIVary, BF=2F2Y 0T BITEHIENENDA D =X Lo EEHERET
NS Z[E T HETHOE 2, BROEMAILRE L CHRET VENENE BN L,
BRI EE &R N2 — R 7 N — T RERUC BT DA AT ELi rTRE 70 FERIE 5 B & W |8
LTWHZEThD, ZHIZE-> T, HEOHEHRET VO ENNFFNIZE > b L<T
— X AT LONERET HZ EDRARRIZR D, Z 0L D ITHRIER 72 SEREMH A D
W B A OFEFESHTAERIT, BITHREI DT T VOB 300m WA, itk 25

II7IVNEXEFNDIHLVERATF—LAZH AL TWD. 5 L<IE7 7 V8T HP 23R &
7z, httpi//www.grameen-info.org/



FEERIOENE RE L, ZNENTHRD KA TE 28T T VIZR R - T 5 alRgtk
WD WS | FEFITHIRENE D TH D, %O OHIEIEL. GL &\ 5 el 22 O &
&7 HHIE O S IRF A E O HFIZHLDIAE N TN D72, TOHREA R E 72 DB A B
S RXALPRRDAFEVE R RER LTV D, LN -> T, S%ITHE A =X A0S DRl
PR & L CoBRAMESRFEMSE 2 SIS E W BT, GL OB & Z ORI A =
A LERAT DM ENLETH DL EEZXBND,

GL 28T 21X BREARDEE

GL 28 T 0 Z2aic L CmiRT 2 O & RAET 5 ~SHOMHEMAIL, & Z Toth
SBURE AR (social capital) DEEIZHLCTHHDOTH S, ST 1UE. MF 214
\CAFET DS BRE RN BRATENC 52 2 8% | G ROIEFERE e E 25 AT [
G DRI OWFIA T = AL EFEOMT TR L L 9 LT 2B ERZHLDTNDLDT
b, ZOMBEEMRICH &< L L TEEL S OIX, Cassar et al. (2007), Karlan (2005,
2007) 22 ENHDH, 720 TH Karlan (2005) 1Z=KR v 7 A—F 0 T RFRTH D, HOHF
FEDOFHBITITFE O ERRF FOMR A = T T, ~V—TEREEREZITV MF SI#H OfF
#H (trust) <CfE#EM: (trustworthiness). AMIAYZ2 1 /1% (reciprocal cooperation) %
HEL, EBEABIT. Fay 77 o b, I5E7% EO&RITE & ORERIRZRE LT
b5, HBTHHAT DL O, ZOWF%EIEL MF 12 iéﬁﬁﬁﬁ#@ﬁ&éﬁ%4/t/7
4 T OHRTHHEND DI TIHRND & A2 LB 28 Ch 0 | 1TEIHRE S & B
FEARE T2 A LICATEI B R PRI R D EREIT E b2 5 b D TH D, L LR
ZOXIRIFRITZELRONTEY, I E DX D 2R E AN, Karlan(2005) Tl
RRFE S N e o T A TE) ((EAITERCRILEF 72 L) Z2RET 2 O0Hi- 2N e E
NTW5D,

EHFORFER B D RE
GL OAFMMEZatT 25 = oWl Mid, HEFRRIERIEZICER LT, %\\.E@Fﬁﬂ'fﬁﬂzx
WEREIRE R EROEELRAET 5L V) bDOTH D, b EEICEHIRIESEOA
INEZRRAE L CTWAIFIE E L TET Hivd DlE, GL & ff N &A1 (individual lending: IL)
D Z v X MMt 328 (Randomized Controlled Trial: RCT) TH b, Z DO E T
indispensable 72#f7E 1%, Gine and Karlan (2009) @~ 1 U 28175 RCT TH D, 1
HILT7 X LTEATE GL Z8H L TWHEBEFD MFIs %, IL ICB{TSE5 &) iz
Fhi L7z, ZOfEHR, IL IZBITLTHIRFERITIZEDL RN ERHEREINT-OTH D, N
% T, IL OJH GL %«Tﬁﬁ@%ﬁﬁMLto%®ﬁﬁ@E@k% (= %ﬁ®%%
DEANRLHITH 7= Z &b, GLIZBW CIXERRGER E N FET S 72010, Hifk - M
‘@ngf*ﬁfofoﬁﬁ)é}\/? MF ZMMERTZENTE oz b HERIND, LIzi-> T,
(23T 2 RGER ORI EIZITFS L TEL T, SOICHBBEDOS AL &



T TV D ATREME DS R S 4172, GL CIlREF RN M LRV 2 L IR o L7oafgE &
LT, Kono (2007) 3% 5, HIE~X hFATT 4 —/0 REBRZITV, GL TIEHEHRIE L W
IME 7V =4 T4 7] THMFEPFET DL EFEEL, 20, HyMME
BARBATIZH > 725 E12, = b =0 REEF L T<NDD0ThiLUE, B OLOESAE
ITEHSEBNEZRD EV) EIRRPEGEONTEOTH DL, ZHEDENLRBIINDD
X, HEHPRRER IR T A RS YW A L TR RE (FE R MEB REITICHE - 7256
WICRERFE ORBEZA D T &b MHARKCH BERS SN E CAE T, KRN
WEINDHGZLE) BN, LT LLBEINTHRNEWS AIEMETH 5, FRICHEEIRFERE
W B LMD S & TR — DR L ZIMEATHLVWOMEIR, AELZELNAT
W5 EZEZBND, HEARIESIEIZRE T 5 BT 7 /b3 R PN 8 CFR AR R BE A3 AR
EINDZ L EAHRERME LTWD R, EBRZEDO X D RHIERNAEMICER I TV D
DNEVIFAIZE TR T, EROTEZEHT LI LN ROOND, T 70 b
TRAEHIEEDS . ED K5 7240 N CTAMMIZHERE S 2 O E IR 5 72012, FEFEMFFEDOFE A
HREHGRET VOFMBENHFE L > TWND,

UbkztsoHsn e, GLIZIZZNE TOHGEINIE (e.g. Ghatak and Guinnane 1999) 7%
ERAGITHE LTz & 9 722 THIG ORI Z i ik U sk R & @l 2 A 1 = A 5 & 13RI,
FERRM SN TWRWRIR D AN = X LB FET D &V ) HEGR A TEH O M Tl S nah
»TW5% (Hermes and Lensink 2007), IZZD L I F LW AN = XA LNFET DD
X, ZHIEED XS b DT, LT &ML IIAITH DD HONT, fEBEREARD
BB & BB I AN T B FERY 2 DB RlTEE) O FEREICIR < B A 0A AT TR FE S B & ST
W5,

MF #FFRIZFER SN TWDE o (myth) X, K VRJEHZ[EE LT, MF O#R
HIBED R O A HEIZ DWW THIEE R CO MR —E L TV D LITEZRWVWRTH D, MF 3E
BRICERABEN R 2 F£F > TV D DD, FRICREFRIZIR &+ R O ITIZ-H>nT MF 1%
TNEFEHL O D00, BITEEITIIMA SN L ITERRWVIRBICH S, b+ 5K
2. a7 T LRI04 8T R 7 B EHERE TR B T OIS LEE L SR T2 2
LEZIT T, MF OA 87 IO 38 TH WL 2200 RCTs BMTHiuTEY (e.g.
Banerjee et al. 2013) , #—007¢ BAEDRI LI AT 72 EFEFFE OFE A B & BEGRE T L DO
BENEESTND, LR DL, 29 LEFERT —XICh &S5 Him - EIRFtiT £
EIRONTVWDIDONRERERLEDLI 225\, B 04 R L FRIZZOFEIZON T,
S ORDHMIEDOTEAERDPIREL 72> T D,

AN G T HDIEFEA L K= IMICBITDLMF 70 7T LA ThHDH, WELEK
21 6,000  N\OBERE A2 5 A > R TIL, BORY/#E S NGO BfR#E DT GL D AlhE
PERWH RS S 4, 1990 FAREBES R 7w 77 AR Ef STz, BfE, EiReET
e o TWAHDIE, BEIFA (Self Help Group; SHG) Zffk L T, 7 /L— 7 HHEARGE
HEZ8HT 2% ISHG A MF (SHG-modeled MF) | T& % (Ghate 2007, Gadenne and
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Vasudevan 2007, Karmakar 1999) 3,

AEFFEDO HENZX, A VR« r—7 ZMTINEE L7 E 0 %S - IEERT — X ZTEH L
T, ki L7z MF OWFFRICEET 5 RIS % eV Z o O BEK 224 Rt 5 8= 72 € &
BIRELZ L2 2 & CTh D, T O HIA R T D 72 DA RN R ET 2 BT 70 i
L TFTDO=>Th 5,

F—oiEIX, SHG & MF (28105 GL WEHOEEE /3 A = A L&+ 52 LT
bDH, Thbb, HEEHRAEHE DO T CTHEN & D X9 RERCT/MUME ZHEA L TWDHD
MEWVS JEWALNCT D, ZNETORITHIETIL, IMF 7'r 277 A~050N) & 5
MEDERT 72 ZADfR] BEZTHDLEHRRINT W, TR 7T NISMT 5T
TOFRIN, v~ 7 — 0 B EANUMBRFRECREL TS EEX LN TE (Swain
and Varghese 2009, Deininger and Liu 2009), L2>L72235, SHG IZSH L TV Tl
BT 7 EATEDHEITIROBRVONRERERTHD, JL—TNTHPEMEEZZITL0O0%
RETHHEMNT, FEITNV—TICRBRBIIELEEIN TN D, LEEB-> T, 2 E COREFHFE
X, Z—TNETEMEFRLEOREZBE L TEAEDRESNDS &0 ) FEZEREL
TWeDTHD, H—OREOFHME - MAETNETT T v IRy 7 AL las TN,
23035 GL NERCI T 2GR EZE D 7 1t R 2 BRI AR S B 5 2 &
Zhd, SV DE, RFEIZT N —TNEOE SR OFEME EMAEY (credit
rationing) OFEF] & [EHROIEFER L OB THRHEIFEO AR &9 DO 5T
WKL THRETT 522 Thd, Fo, BRESOBEERKE L THSBRERICHEH
T 5, AL, SHG 7' 1 7' T AR EE STV D AR 2 SUEICE W 72 BT,
GLNEDELIITHEREL TV D ONEREMAZ L LS LTH5bDTHY ., IGL DHRE %
RS HZEREO T T TBEEOHEGRT T /L OE R « RN MEE & IGLICRB) 54
DEREARDEE ] ITEREY TR E L TES T HNS (Figure 1-2), 5 —OifE
WZBIT 5 00TE. 4 ETIThh D,

FOBEIL, BAFE CIIAMEMICHR SND VA7 =T VU THIE L Rie ST
& 72 GL 1T 2 dH RAEH B 2 | FEW ) 77— A BRI L5 < NZERD 22 FH B R R BE & HE 2
BEL, TOFENEHEERATLZ L THD, ZOFE _OBEL, F OB LRI 7
VIR I AERRTHLDERRTENTED, DFEV, ZRETEIMERRTT 4
TIFRY 3 v 7 BT TEBRIBITICH > T2 5HA1C, GEN ED X 7 BR CEA AR AL
a2 o TWeD, BARRITITRBELR G 2 #0300 72 8B T1T > TW e D& T L
TWDMIRILEEFE LW EBZBND, Lz) > T, EimiIc A8 E STz GL NEB
(23T D F EARBRHIEE DN R AN, EEREOMEET — 2 2 W TEIES TWRNE

3 1992 FEIZA v R ThhE - 72 SHG 7’1 7' 7 & (SHG bank linkage programme; SBLP) (32
@ SHG % MF o #R45CoH 5723, 2006 4F 3 HBIEE TT, Mk X7 SHG 1 > ReFET
220 HIZH KON, SRR b OfE % = 1T 7= 21X 3,300 7 AZEE L7 (Ghate 2007,
Gadenne and Vasudevan 2007), SHG 7' 1 7 J ADHIEHE E LiBE 10 FRIORT 3 —<
AN DOWTIEIE =TT 5,
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WO DONREFTHD, ZOFEICIYHieZ & T, -0 L G T SHG ! MF 128
7% GL DA T =X 7 (5 NBERE &l BB o0 1T 72 2 C) IRRANICBIR 35 Z L3 T&
L. Thob, H _oOMFEIL, [GL OFE] ZMEET 28RO T8 DEEPRRER] B
DOFERE] BE O TGLICRIT B EARDEE]] O DIZERE Y TMZEE L THE
SiF 6D (Figure 1-2), ARFED AL, 5 5 BTN D,

B=0OEIT, ER L7 OO EN O NIRRT GLOA =X L% E 2 T, il
AHIEIZ 1T D HIRERR (natural experiment) DEREEZIEH L, SHG ! MF ORFHY -
BV RZBEITHEST 2 2L THh D, ARBIZBIT 200, ERT—F2ENT5
ZLE T/ uEEREFICE T ONAEMEMEZ ik L, &R - tESp9e 2 R A7 T &
LR D, SHIZ, TNETONFE TIERFREICFEL RN EMUE S LT
oo AEAF—N—RIZOoNWTH Ry NI =27 F =2 2O THRICOTZITo, Z
Do Rz 2 T, SHG B MF OE KA A 5 = X LT D82 mi szt &
L L, AT MFAFEOT TS [EIREIERIER] 2B 60L& & DI
MESIT bivd (Figure 1-2), ARBEEOHTII. 5 6 ETITHOILD,

1.2. iR

AIFFER AT 200 FEX, TR D) I 7 nit&Rg e re—F) & 5265 -
ITEREFINT 7 a—F | Z@éE LT EEEK b 5, £ 008 51T Cardenas and
Carpenter (2008) DIEZRIZHE 21X [1TENBIR B~ (Behavioral Development Economics: BDE)
#)7 7 —F:BDE 7 /' —F| LIESZ LN TE5 (Figure 1-3 %3 R) 4 LIFO/NEiT
FTREDOZo0T Fu—F (27 witERFEFNT e —F BB - ATERREFNT
0 —F) [ZOWTHEEE L. A5 CTHW % BDE 7 7' b —F A O 5t LB T 2% S
DIZT D, oI, EEHEZFADIREEICH 2 Z D BDE 7 7 1 —F 2D\ T, R & s,
RIEZRFESNCT D ORANHO B TH 55,

4 Kanbur (2003) & BDE &5 HEEA AWT, BB ORFFL LB ST 238 LT
%, Mullainathan (2005) |% BDE &5 flzEZ AW TIXW Wb o0, BIRRFEZRICBIT 55
B - ATERE FH e FIEOISAIZOWT, BFTOMRE Y —_A LR L TWna,

5 AR (2008) 1XITHED 2 7 v G ERREE AT O J5 i b O AN EFEB R L OB I 5 2

T BBk WA DY —_ A @ U TH LM LTS, 0D LT, Basu(2005) O SHEA
O T ERE T FEOBELSCBORN AD T X MU X 27— 2 OB BEEROM LA LR
DI, BRRE RIS DFEIMEDOE S D EF L b\ E - T, THFEAEBASE R
¥ (The New Empirical Development Economics: NEDE) | &FEFONS A5 Z & 2L TV 5, 00D
BT BT DH T 72 ZeBh A 1L, TR R T % BDE 7 7' —F L E#EICBRT 5 =
LIEE 2 FTH R, BDE 77— & NEDE OB&EM:, M ORIE OB E BT HALE S5
DFEAMIA/ N O 1.2.3. THRIIZE <D,
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Figure 1-3 Background and Definition of Behavioral Development Economics Approach
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MO 7 vt BREFCTHERPELWVWODHTH S, b e b EEBORNE R & 21T 5
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TEREBOMIEHEAMEOREN ZNICH D, T I TOERIIALRLCEEIIED L D 21T
B E Lo TWB L EZD D ENEFFMICITBRE L EEHRON, LW - ZETH D,
Z O 3 FEHE OFEESIITEFEEE T T —F L Wb s o oA TITbhs, Zh
W2k U CTIRAID — o3 E 7 Y —F L Jidn s, 4 FREEH X 3 FEHE & FIE R U o
T7a—FIGEINDbOTHHN, HAL L THELVIZHIRBFETT VORGEE -
XH DERDRNR ED LD A THREFFOICE -T2 B D ENT — & AN
D EWVno Tt Z L O AR L T 5, Bl I RtRENE S — A O RS R0 B & AT
ThiH0, RNETRED LS REEREDOHAMA LSRN, Lol EBRET L
DIFFEZ DT D, FTFIZINXRER ~OWEIFRITE DO NOEENE L SO TR L I
T2, HDHWVEEBEOFHINIH EL7272dTHLD0, EVnoTa 2 ENBEUR RO
KA DIRFEIC BT D,

AR TIE, S DONRYIDO = DORPERMGIZ OV TEHESITEIT O, T D70 IAE
Y 7Tu—F LiEET e —FORFERA L TWD EE X5,

1.2.1.2. #BIRRE (identification problem)
HERFRIIHRTET AR L, TETADONRTA—FEHEL, £ZDOET IV E
RBGET 5 M TRt L MEE AT 5, 7272, FFEREFZ CIIMETT V2 E%/T D LI
W2, RIZBT 7 X9 2 RFRINCER O & 5Tl 2 OWNE G DS ENAFET 2 SN KT
LIFRe D, ZOX D RUERBEMPGALTHERET VERE L, BRT 2L OB
"REME, Yo7 UV HEOEE R R E L CRIERM S OFMBINEEE 2 5 2 LN ER
FRCBT D —2OEHELZTFETH D, MAlMEILIS 2MENRNELZELRERETH
LDNEEZ D, FHERETFIZBT A AR L U CIRRIEAGRE T BT 2505
MER S 5, FREFEAET VO L JIXR <05 Working (1927) 72 Elc X i ST
W55, Haavelmo (1943) 23EIEE T /L LFFEAET L& X L TLok, Rk R TOM
B FED el S vz,

ERRIZIR AU, TGO T — 2 b E DINEE DO NELEIA~DORFRZH R 2] (1>
DEIZEDDHZ &) TELHO0E W) BEPFMETH Y . Wb 5 KREROFE %
WEEZ T DFFERE 0T Lo TRAM] MEbZ0FRICEEND, FIZIE, kb7
RENFETLE LT y=px+e ZIETD, BHaDNEHYIZH 2 5 W EBE NI IREL% .
WEOEHMED (xrDy~0) REEREZR A 2B THD EE 25D, 2 2T, Wooldridge
(2010) 1E, ISR RIZEYFET I NT, B LRETHeDHIZV AT~ T v 7 7248
BB GFIET AL AIC, FOWEICEH L TAAL TANRELDL Z b, vy THNAMNE
(endogeneity) | R&E & MEATE, WNAMMBEDAE T 2K, W ERqb, [FRE, AR
OBUERARE R BEME, AL OBIERME, oIl s va R ERH 5,

T LU OWNAMERIEIC BT AT AR (2008) & EICL TV 5,
8 ¥ L < 1% Wooldridge (2010)Z &M S 7=\,
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1213, I 7 uHEREFFZOERORM BB ORIk L ZBRT —Z ~DHiFs

7 mEHEARE B E 20 M (1990 FEAREIRE) HiA T & ToHER O BE L & bmig I C R B
AUE, FAVTIEFERR - BT — 2 2B T 2@0IME RO 72D O FiEOREE L . £
DIRRZZ T CTEE S TR T — X IEH~OWFFCh 5 & 5 2 % (Angrist and Pischke 2009) ,
1900 FRHIN BB X H I RFERE T RAE T A0V Ik L7 g VBT AR, Bl
BT —FORFEEMO O L LTHEIN, TEREFLZTLIIASIEAEND L 91Tk
S>TWe, —H T, ZOLHIBRBEINTT — X 2 HWEEZESHT ORFRIXE DY 6
RikInTWe, ZNHDOMRAZ RS 25 oG mtEs LT, BT —2 2 iz otr
FT o S 572 5 BRI E B A4 BV R 5 F7H (e.g. Deaton 2010) &, FEErT — # OFHITE
Ba BHZ 9 L9575 (e.g. Greenberg and Shroder 2004) @ >3 U7z,

UFCIXEARMIZED L S et - RN 7 n it BEREFEFOSHTELZON, &6
WCFELS ATV, ETERT — X2 LIt ESINC L 2RI VT Th D, 20D
X9 TR ORERF & LR, KEEFINT 60 IO BB FEDHEDOHF T b &
N o T AR FEBR 235 LT AF2E 32818 S %, Greenberg and Shroder (2004) 1349 250 &
HEREBREBN LT D, B2 IEKETIX 70 FRUICHEERBEOE T AP — RORE S %
HIET 2425 RAND 12 X W 1Toiu, 90 RISV AER S 7 2D REET 579
STAR 7= 7 bk EMEEN DA FER bITbI T, L L2 h, 1980 A0 £ Tl
BT L ZFOEEMNN GRAIZENTWHEH00) RFEFRTHEHMSIND Z &3l
DEBROFEMICBNTUIZOH L & (FATHREMEDIRS) Z BRI RE i Fik & A
b Z Lidd7ino7= (Angrist and Pischke 2009), #0 LA 80 AU E Tl EF I/
MEOH BT — 2 ZHNThH, THOMEE wRT < B SN fHRREZNT
HEERAWD Z L TREETEDFEIFDNDITZD, &0 AR TEIFDHITED ST
e, TORREBNEDY  TNE TOFERFFHFEIC, LVERNICRSTE
ZEMNERLIED R 7 i EREFZO—DORMTH D, BOLHIEICT —XIELED
ZLEBETHEMMSHN, I/ nHESNOEELRMNEL DD L OITRVIEDT

(Wooldridge 2010) ,

IOV Bk EE XD H 2 CEERGR L EZET D 34X, Lalonde (1986) 23&% 5,
%1% JTPA (Job Training Partnership Act) |2 & 2 tE& BT — & % TR B AL 72 IR EE TR
REFEREFNTENMNT — 2 2HOCTHRTE 20 ENE2RIEL, ThvE TilEHH
WO ITWEFHEREF TETIIERB R 2 HH T 22 L 2/R L7, LalLonde (1986)
2R o TBUIIT — 2 2 W23t ERFE P FEORA DR ELY L o720 ThH 5,

ZHAUC Ko TREFORFHFRICLT L HEIE 3, I 7 nit&atfrodmii [T X 9
(2 DO T — 2 2Bk 5 (FhH 2010) | 2 &2 ARYL LTu 2 %8R - [T G 705,
R aHEREFEOBRIMEERD DL L Lol BRIMICIE, EREERSOZINLE
PAEHIRTITS 7 4 =V RERIC KL > THROLNDIFERT — X I LT, FERT—% &
AR RN B FERFOITEFRE 2R AN S 5 AN L =0 Th 5,
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1990 FRLIEEA U722 7 mEt &R HIcs i 2 2 b2 B3 hiE, e & it &R
FOSETENT — 2 LFERT —F LOEV, TNEE AW THEIESIT 21T O BROHI#Z
R BT RAREZEBT LI LPEETHD LWV O BEAIEE O TGS D &9
27 olzy b 2D LESZIA A TE DR Z R ~AT, I Z ik 9 2 EiF s 2 7 vt
ERFECBNTEELN T, FHIER - ATERFEF 20 LEREEREZIT) 2L TE
BR7T—2 2 IEL, HZE CGEER) 7—Z AT TI 7 uitBRFEFNFIELISH LT
GIMTY % HAEMFFEDS 1990 LA, — 2Ol & 72 D 4R TV D,

1214, BAROI 7 oHEREFZORE L MER

A/NEICIEATR L7 R 7 a3 ERE RIS R i3 20~30 AEM OO & b, &0 bl
FEBR - ATEREF L OB A S 5 2 L ICE SR EN, BIR D I 7 a3 ERFEFICE
BATHNICY TITED Z &2 MR LIV, RO I 7 vt ERFFNON &%, & EEICE
F D EFERCHEE - FTEE - RS I o RFEEOITEIE . FANERLTHE - R
BIERRE, T LTI ERERELEOBEDLVICONT, 27 aRFEFROHGRET VI
DEDD, I/ T—HEHWTERGNT 57 7e—FThsd (HikF 2002),

AN £ T T L7227 m 3t ERIE OIS A DD 1990 RO, BIZR
FACOREREEL 27, T #E7 77—, FEET 7o —FWHFITBWT,
Ak R RE (PR3 O R TIINAEMERTE) D sa IRBEIE D 2 S PEAS TR LD OFFfl & L CTHEL
ML SO D Z L LT, DD NAEMREICH LT B 7D, BIEEAEE, ~v 7
v DB, SRV T —ZIC R DEER - T X LRMEE ., E OEREE, H
MAaT vy Fr TR EOFENRICHIND L) IZkhoTc, I THRIETIE, v A
a7 —XOBEMIEKR, FHEREOINICBT 2EM SR (BREROIER) ., 7— X IUES
LD (RCTs OIEMR L) @ LT, XOKEROITE T2 2 ENAMREL 2> T
%y

KT — X OIEHICEA LT, 22 101 F ECHERERDA LN, BEMIZIE, R
SERIRT —H B SN R ERE FOTIETON LIREBGREZ AT o Tianl, 75—
ZZDEH DB AIRENEZ E O T, o IR FIETR AR E B ET 20 Rk~ &
b AEMICH D, =9 LEEdEIicid, 1 o237 FEMIOHT O BICHEWVBEEN IS BT
DT A A =T a UNER LIBDTE Z ERFER - TEREFROERICHEST, IhE
TULLICEBRT — % OFA RN E E > TWD 2 ENEF LN, RO I 7 n3HER

O BAIRBRFFICBIT D ERT — X OIEAIEL, AiE (2008) &Iz, 295 LzmiiixZ <
DOIFFEF BN Z T AN BTN DB, kB O 2 Y A BRT 2 HF 0 . KEOEZEST
— A RERT — X AV THRRNZ EET D L 9 N2 5 DTy L a5
Mt d5 (Deaton 2010), kBRSO 24 M & BRI G BICEOIFZEN RIS L — K47
\ZH D EIEE 2008, Deaton 2MEHT 5 L 9 A B AN RFEFOEBMEE R hy TV v—
FN) THLENDDLEETH D, FH - HEEMICERO D DL E T D 7-0121%, BiEd 5
PGREEIC A TRl 7o HERTERIG 2 R 5 2 ENIFECTH 0 | EBRT — % KL OFEERT — X O
PIERAESNDDONRZYTIZRWNEEZ LN D, THIT L - T, BEREVMGRIS T T 5 &) D
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FFH I 7wt ERET LRI, EBIMEE wikT 5 HIEOERE, I 5I2E OB
DIRA 22 CRHESITOFEM &L L TERT —ZFIH~OHRREEZ > TND EF 25D,
2O LTRRREOI 7 it EREFIIER - THREFLME L, F2ICBDE 7 7o —F 70
HAELT-DThH D, BDE 77 u—FOjEFK, FlA, KN DRZ, EBR - [TEiRR T
B7 7 e —FIZ oW T B L, 207 e —Fnb Rz BDE 7 7 o —F#tAE oy
EAERRTRBE 20,

122, B - TEBRRFENT e —F

Z ZTIEHBARRE PO SN DITE > 2R - TTERRE FIC O W CRIFICEBIL . £
DRt L FHRPEA 9% Z LT, BDE 7 70 —F#ADH R 2P LI LTV,

B FIZEB DT, PEFO X ) 2fifl SR ZHNERIIAARECTCH D L 5bhT&
Too BFEFIE, RXFHEEFELLOIC, BRABET LI L THMETRETHLEEZDL
NTEEZOTHD, ERE VD EFEMEOFENESFATE R o722 &%, RFFO
FRBIZE S TRETH -7 (I8 2007), RRERAELRE-S T 2 RN BEER 721 DRI TR 5
DX ) IR L > TREZND TH D, LA L Vernon Smith (1976, 1982) 23R F1C
BT D EBRD I iEGR R & M EA 3 Flis  (induced value theory) & LCEE D=z Lick
D, BFACBOTHHE S RBRNATRRIC 2 - 70, ERITRFFIZE > TUREARAIX
IFFETFE L oD TH D, Bz, FICHTREMZR T LA Y —21ET HIafi7e
7— LRI, A REREREZEB L TELEEZR/RERLS STV, EBREFERITY — 4
Mgzt b LT, EEMMGR, RRER, 77 AT A A= v a v BURFERE,
RFFEIILD ETLERRMESR T EMAE LTI aBE2AlE L THnD D TH D,

FEBR - ATEVREE T O T IERRBVRF UL, B ORAF & FEEICHHIT 2 I 5, Bl
XV A7 D5 LEPURY (F—2 v a7 d) BT, #BRE OfERIC§ 2 EED
FENBGRO TR OENE AL M T I ENRRL MO TWD, ZOHA, HRE DfERIZ
X9 D RBEEANREH STV R ITAUT, EERARERICR Y Ry, I TERRETT
IIHEBRE D BRAFCfE R K~ D BB & BRI I~ 2 FIE A BRSE L C & 70, F 7o FIfhi
SO, HHEME & o 7R3 (social preference) Z 92 7= DICIEF TR THW
SNTWD HEMIEA S — LHGHAERICHE L-RIOSH LEFELHE S ATV S,

PRFBRELRC 7 — L OWE & BUE T D BRE ORIF 21X U oD & L Tchk & 78R & F2BRRYIC
Ml d o Z & T BEmiICRESNH TR E R D HEBICEVIHL, £0b L TH
BB N ED XD TEESC/TENEL A b - CEEIET 200, TOEAMEZ T 5
T ENER - ATERE O HEROBELTH DY,

T7 I N7 7A T A T AEED IO GBHEIER 7 7 — A MRA SO HOTIEHRLS BV
RRARDHLDERSTND I ERFREINTHLOWLOMNE L7 (Bardhan 2005),
10 EERRF S LATERF AT B AR 2 R RSB LI 2 5N D 2 ENE (L
2010), FFHEER L W) O FEE WD SR Eiddh@m L WA 08 1TEIR O Lowenstein
(1999)1F, EERFRFAITERR &\ ) FIEICHENH DD Thh - T, DELRAY RGN 2 R FERR I
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FB - ATERRE ISRV TE, ERRROBE~OBEMN WREMEEZE 252 L, Tbb,
SMEREOZ S S DM AERE R U EEE X D Z LIXEFICEE CTH D, FEERFH & HUK
T2 LR ERFIE - FHESCEREH ONBEEASYE, T2bb EROANR Y
EEODLIENTE D, EBR-THREFZIETIICZOF B THEEFIT C&z, LL,
SNERHIZE B PEIZ DWW TE IR SN TV RV DR ERF TH 2,

9 LIeRAE =T CER - ATHRE 7 Tk, EREN CTEII SN ATEOBRL Y, B
FOBWT —2 & ENFETHEBEEZR SO G ZROODY) &0 ) RORGENLET
b b LRSI NMDT-, T L TARZR ALE LT, BT —% L FEBRT — ¥ 25 bE KA
RBREZFNT 272D 7 nd ERE T FEOICANF SN X257 TH
Do 9 LCER -THRFEFILI 7wt ERFF LM RlRefo ey A
VORI R a2 LDy LT T 7 SRS 2 5 L2 ge s e g s 2 L e oTe, 2D X
D IR RRREDS W/ NEILARE Tk~ 5 BDE 7 7 0 —FFE A D FEBR - FTEIRR A S W27 5
Th D,

1.23. TEIRARREZNT 7 0 —F ORESLIZRAIT T

BRI 7 mEtERFEFICB T 2@MEE wikRT 2720 OERT — X OHEFFHL | &
B - ATENRIE LIS BT DA UM ARGET 27200 2 7 n it BREFNTEOAO
VEEREDE ST, 2207 7 a—F&iih St BDE 7 7' 1 —F 235 LU RS &
LTS LT,

BDE 7 7o —Fd, EREFEREZEL T/ —LHmmICB T2 Ty v aBb L IR0
HFHTWI Wb D7 7—A F_A NOfRMSRBT 2 2 & THIE S 2058 (R
L PECfEE A2 &) U A7 3 hf, Wef8RAF 72 SE A ORBAFICEIT 2 82 VT, 2han
RRIFEITEN & & D X D RAHABUEMEZFF OO MK REIRAFE L, bkx e 5:E T CEREN:
AEMLZFEA B2 2 LI ko TRMBICRIF R R OBEMAZ B L X 5 &7 2 FEiEr ot &
ERETHILENTED, TOFTH, R EEORFREMEL LT, ARMENRERE
WAL 2 < SNTITFRAFT D D0, & HHIEESBUR D & 5 Hulsk Tldpaksh LRI o Hisk Tk
ISR T 2 D1, JRERDMADRBEN ENTZTBEBR L TWD D0, 72 BB S
W2 & > TRIFRZ2 FTE Z B0 2 ) SUCHEA % % (Cardenas and Carpenter 2008) ,

BDE 7 7'm —F A D s A R T RN OB T 5 LU T DO X 910725, BH%E
w EERRE ISR DA 7+ —~ V7RI - B ETT ORKIFRIIIFZEIL. 15RO IR R
TNCTAUZEME (M, T4 —F) SENEITHREIEORAEA =X L%
B L, BADOGERZRITEN DI & U IR 2GR N AE L H 5 2 L &2FEH L
Too LIALARN G 4 [EBEATHICHIZRRRE AN ZIRE L7z E N E TORFE RN D
OHAM R TN A TZAT 27— 2 NERR - (TERFEFOSE CEBMINVGOT-Z &b,

B AND LIFHT LHRGARNE W) SUTHEENSLE L RANTN D, ZAUTEH L, fTEIREG 7
I DFR P 72 AR 2 R B BRI AN D FIZ R & 5,
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LHI R0 — L EERIC I T DARER R EZED CTENEILR L X 9 & 95 TEILK
HF% (ltoh 2004) | <° [{78) 7 — L8 (Camerer 2003) | L MEEN D F B ICIEH BN EE -
TWo, 29 L7eiiliizsd T, BROBABERE ST, FEB - ITERE T OBE Rtk
EREMAIICELY iATe Z & CTREANZFEHOITE A =X LEH 50T 5 TR EF

(Cardenas and Carpenter 2008) | & FEITIL 2 BFFE A B ORI ABIFF STV 5,

ZOX T T a—F ERAT HMIIRIZNEN DN E DD, MF O35 %2 & DTV
S OMDOFENRHE SN TWD, fHlz 12k Lz X 912 Karlan (2005) 1%, SEBR=EER %
MF ZI0#1Cx L TITWV, £ 2005077 — 2 CEMZERE) OGO IEFERT
— X HIEA LT, &RfTENRELOBEEN & L T2 8% (intrinsic motivation: Benabou
and Tirole 2003) N EHE T 5 Z & Z  FHEAIFIELZ W TR L TV %, £ 72 Bauer et al. (2012)
X MF 13 2 %R ) A7« BERERIFOERZITV, 7 LB F/31 7 & (present-bias)
DM A2 FFOFEF N~ A 7 nu— ) A Tnnd Z & &/Rr L7z, £7z. Carpenter and
Williams (2010) 1%, AMHLE 7 — 2% MF 2 INE = L, EEBREN CTOMAERIZRT
DBIFN, — N —DEBERBIT (I AT — R R OERIRHIE B R IBIT) &6 5
ZEEMER LI, MF Zxt5 L LI-MFEDIAN Tk, 5 213 Tanaka et al. (2010) (¥ b A D
LSMS R 275 L, BMZEREOXMR L o Fita 7 v 4 MR, U A7 242 1E
35 KR & RIRG 2 HET 2 EREIT - TV D, MK S OFFERE RN SFTGN U A 7 3
UFOIREEERAT & BT 2 2 L R S, FRICE NG TR RN TR 2 & e &3
LN ENT,

2O RO BRRFEF LY RS LOEITIEZE E 2 T, RFEOAE ST 2R~ % &
LIFD X 9127225, ABFZEL, & EEEAICE T 2 8EEHE (MF & 5 W IR R
BT & O GL) ZXZIT, BREORFITE LA T I 2 =7 4 WEHOHSBREAR & D
2 DA ABLENEZ B 52T % BDE BFEAEENE 2 82 L7728 CH 5, ABFIE CIEaiH
THRARZFRE 1 CFRE 2 ICBWCHEET LV OMAL L U CEREXER CRHl S iztt
SBMREARE IV, R 3 ISV TR EN AR IIZERE LTHWSY, AFFRIIE =20
Feandh b, H—12, REREARICET MIIC X E & O BHEM: - BIRME~OHH %
LB L, FEBREER CHIE S HERE OFESHRE &\ ) B O E S - BRI
EHEHLTHOILTWDRTHD, ZHICEY, BERKRREGROREN L 0D, H
2. A& ORFITENC 1T 2 BRI ORE 2| KRG RO IR FRIEITE R 2 58 M8
EHESTERITEI OB A =X LZEH L TERL TSR THS, Liza-> T, adhoc

1 20X D RS ORESL. BRRFEZICEITET 3O TR, RICEHLEL 51
RIS B 3BAFHEH~D B D IS M A A U C & 72 BRI F 20 R EEICEDE IR
FetOITENRBE 2 AT 2 L WO EERO T TR UM ZEEA S L LTWD & LiFIRT
x5,

12 BN IR FE TSN, WAEMERE (RIRHPERE) 2T 572012, #E 1, 2 TH
WHNDHERRFOER . FRE 3 THOWONAEBHIT R D2 EREREEO FTRIESNT
b\éo
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7R RFEAFIEDOERE Tld7e < BDE &9 ¥4y B OREGLC KT 2 BRSNS IREIC 72 > T D, #L
ST UL, T ETO BDE HIAFIEN G & LTV R0 > T2 iRE TE) (&miTE) K O%ES
R, HAHEICERT 52T, BDEOD7u LT 4 TRIETHZ EICERND D,
RIS (2008) 23 ELFERIICHEEE L 7= NEDE & 9 3 LW BASSRRFE 2 0l & BDE 7
Ta—FNEDL D RERIZH DL DNEHTHZ LT, év77u%%@§%kﬁﬁuo
Wil T & 720, NEDE [LEHEMRE AT Ot & R SRR E O B)m, 7 — % OB
bl EEREE LT, BRRE IR Téﬁk&ﬁm?%éo%@ioﬁkéﬁﬂn@ﬁ®
T, BFEREOITICE T 2RI MEOMRIEZ A L, BEFORFHGRT 7 VISR
T D LAZOIRARNREEZBA D & H2MEEMZN - L 5 5207 BDE 7 7'r—F T
o5, A (2008) ITITERIFED I 7 B EERF TR FEIC A LN D RBREEDO—D L
LC, IFEBRRFTO® EEA~OHEH | 227 TV, BDE 772 —FILZ DO HICE
EFbd, bV UEEIZE 2L, EREERTITONTWEFEZRE | FrE O EERITKT
Lf?4~»ﬁf%%b BT — & LA DETEEMDITZITVRN L, £ OINBHIZ

YA RGEE U 7 IR B A R L CWSAFSEAY BDE 7 e —F & 0T 2 Z L TF
%8, BDE 7 7 u—Fik, THETI 7 ot EREEEME L TBER L TE 28T — 212
B 2RIMEO AR TIE L . FEBR - ATERF P FEC L2 ERT —Z DI - [EH &
WO oD FER O REICH LTS THD ERrTT N TE D, — T,
BDE 7 7' v —F OMEHNEZ O — K AREMEDIRSICH 5 L b d, FiE O Hsk TREE DHE
BREICKRT L TAT o TR, EZFET—RILTE D200 HO N TTERRNRE RS Z W
(Levitt and List 2007), L2>L7223 5, 29 LIz Lo L S OFE(EAS, EH% BDE 77
H—FZDbLDERETHI &I io@#%@w:&_%%ﬂﬁgfﬁéo%&77m~
F AN 72 T CERIBEE Z BIR L Q1 D 2 & 2 AL, EEFED S S 5 E /M L
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1.2.4. #HSBREAR, HSREEF. tLR0HH

ek U7z KO IR MF 20 OATEN R R 2 HLE$ 5 2R & U CHASBREARICE
HT 5508 E1RH 5, A/NEITIE, HSBRERDER LI L £ 2125 £ 2 A
ZHOC L% T, ER - fTEREFETHO O D /%4 (social preference) . #1453

13 Harrison and List (2004) O4FEIC & D1, £ D X 9 72 FEBRIT artefactual field
experiment & FESZ L3 CT&E %, —J5C Duflo (2006) 2MELE L TW5D 7 ¢ —/L REER] (2o
mf@BDEYﬁm—%kE%éhéN%%mfﬁék%i%ﬂéoﬁ@ﬁ@@@ﬁﬁﬁ&bf

ITERFEFOHBET VA2 SHEHICEWVWTWAEAILIBDE 7 a—F L 732 L H TE HM,
Rd@%%hbtif&%ﬁ%%ﬁﬁ T AN EDEE LT T —FThHd LHhRT L
IXTEZR,

4 = KM%TM@(%m)m\&é%%ﬂ%ﬁé%ﬁ%#kﬁﬁ@’%%%ﬁiéxﬁ:f
L EREAT D200, RAEBFER RN LETH D Z L2 HE LTV 5D, B & RFFN
EALthﬁﬁiﬁk®ﬁ B L BN AT SN BDE 7 e —FICHLE
BOMNG L,
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AHIEL (social norm) &\ )5 HFEZ EHKRT D,

MABHREARICBE T DAFFEIL. W1 Loury (1977) MHEABZOLEICEA L, £ Dk
Coleman (1988) Nt Z2ICZFNZ A Lz 2 LIT 2 LT, Fii R R 2 ik L Ta
HWIZINE2Tce LINLARDS, REOHMIZEEREPH 5100 h LT, £ OERITIKRE
Bk& LTW% (Durlauf and Fafchamps 2005) *°, fRZA072 &I, #1213 Coleman (1990) (Z
X5 Tth=ukAR%k (social organization) 3tEEBUREARZHERR T 5, tHSBIRERIL, 1
72U TIEER L 2720, b L<ITZEN L CIEmWE 28I L2 uiEGER L 2 e
HEEOEZEZEtET % (Coleman 1990, p.304) | &5 & D3%ET Hi1L 5, Putnam et al. (1993)
HIAROFHEZFER L TV 5, TRbbHARBRERE 1T, HESHEMROR B AR L Tk
0. TAUXEE, B, ry N — U e EHR0EEESET HH DO THS (Putnam et al.
1993, p.167) |, £H L DER b HRFBAREADZRITHEZM 2 & LTHEET L2 L a2l
FALTND, ZNUHOERIZH &STIE, #RBREART NEOLEMMINRME] & IEFIC
W& L 72D, T725 . Coleman O EFRIFH-HIMRE (social organization) 7> & 483
WAETDZ L ZE LTS —J7 T, Putnam b OERITHSAVIR A AER T D14 > 7 4+ —
< LB (B, H#, x> bU—27) 22D OS2 #EFH L T\ 5, Fukuyama (1997) (%
L ORFBOER T, HEBERERITFFED 2 I 2 =7 ¢ WEECTHA S 72 O (4R
LHIRINDRETEL LTS, BEMICIE, HESBREART ERERTH T L
NAREREMICBWTHEFENTND, £V T =<7 — LR EDOES DFEE

(Fukuyama 1997, p.378) | &L EF SN 5, Fukuyama (1997) (., #EEPRIEREADMIT & DDAk
SHNCLEFE LWARR A AT Z & 28T L=, ZHuE, Coleman (1990) <° Putnam et al. (1993)
DIEDIBIE L TR TH 5, ZD K ) RIS S HSBREARDER L I13HIC,
B O BRYECA BARFNEICEREZ RO D GE L H D, TDOL I RERD H LIVEWNZR
HLDLEZHND DL, Putnam (2000) IZ XD ERTH D, #HiT, HRBEREAREZLITO X
INCEFRL TWD, HRFREARLIT MEAMOHSZFER TH 5, ZIUTHRAIR Y b
U — 7 R 6 ORITAE L 5 AN, [EfMR EoB#ETH S (Putnam 2000, p.19) |, — 4T
Ostrom (2000) 1%, #EEHIZZEOM Y R LIEICHE B L, HEBREARDERD I RAIE
RERETD AN, TILUTOLIREDOTHSD, HESBREARIL, MR LIThI
DIEENCHEF T DA L - TR S VDM HHEAZIRICE U TR DI S du 7o ik,
AR, HEL, L—v, BIFFCH D (Ostrom 2000, p.176) ], & & 12 Bowles and Gintis (2002) T
I% Ostrom (2000)Z E5HE L D>, = I 2 =7 ¢ OB ML/ —/WZHE D & ) TEENE
BIOETNARETLEROFEICER LTV, HoIckiud, TEEBREART, —i%
BT, O ISR T D8, IRBT 52 2 =7 1 IZBIT DM D BiE, £
ENHITHEDIRNE~DOEHITH S (Bowles and Gintis 2002, p.2) | & EFSIN D,

15 - 2RURE RO E T OEMENE, BT L CREE"E 2 TV A iF%81E. Dasgupta (2000),
Durlauf (2000), Manski (2000), Portes (1998)72 £33 5, Arrow (2000127 - Tik, #2&R
REREW) HEOERDHEVICHIALS DB THALT-D TOFEHEZRLDL Z L 2REL
Tb\éo
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HEOHICHDAENZBREZ T LT 5 Lin (2001)Tix, HEARBBEARIL, 5
By =27 ORIZHDIAENTZER TH L, TN 60ERIT, BEREFEERIITEZ
EZFTERICT 78 A LFAT 22N TES, LER- T, aBFREAROBEIL, BT
DZOOEERE G, —OHIE. ZHUIEATIE R ARBEROT TER IN D ER
ERTEVOIRTHD, Z2HIZ. ENOER~OT 7 & X LRI EERE ERITH D
STNDHEWVWIRTHD, | EERINTND, ZNE THRBEREARDER DO TR &
LT B2 4 Coleman <° Putnam 5 (2 X 5 IEDO#MERM: . Fukuyama (2 & 5 al 5% 58704
LM, S DICEABOBRIES, AE2ICHDIAETN T D A2 EHERT 2MHEH, %
EFERICHERE L2 EFE & LT, Hayami (2009) 2337 B b, HOERIC LiuE, S BIR
BRI, SRR EEDEHINSE 5 2 & 2B LR B R E EIRM O ) &2
ETLHZLICET A T+ —v NV RAESEROBRKTH L, Zhid, BRI
OIAENTEMERBIRET S LS ND DO THS (Hayami 2009, p.98) |,

CIETATEIMRARERERHEOT L EFZRE T L, UTOXI b DI D,
(1) AESEREARITEEE OEMNER B T L CEDOIMNBIED D2V E F LV R

A AT (Coleman 1990, Putnam etal. 1993, Fukuyama 1997, Hayami 2009) .

(2) o DOABYETEMNE CIA SN DEF, B, MEERICESHWTAELS, £
O DEAE 2 RIT, EEERR B OWFFE I EL 5 2% (Fukuyama 1997,
Putnam 2000, Ostrom 2000) ,

() MHHINMFHE, H#E, MEERIL, o FIcHloAENTZR Yy hT— 7O
RRIZEEDS A U7 —< VIS 5 WIS DA T 5, T bitF I
B, HEL, MEERISE T DENETE DN RIES D 72O, A v 7+ —~< /LRl d
WA BRI T o) L CEIRI AR 1T S5 2 & b H D, (Coleman 1990,
Putnam et al. 1993, Bowles and Gintis 2002, Liu 2001, Hayami 2009),

UL EDOFHEZ B E 2 T, AW TIIHRBERE RO BARR R 2R L LT, B8, 5
FEME, FMthE. EENAOHS /. guilt aversion, shame aversion ZAHET 5, 2SI FERR - 17HE)
KRG F Doy B TS W®ES (social preference) EFEEND L DO TH D, T, (MR

(social norm) & fERFAMREA L WS ERITEH ENDLEF L L THRIIZHIT RO TIZE

WD, HOHFEOHDTHAE IND TR HHSHRIFORL, taTHAE STV HIFER

BRI~ DUENEZ & & DAMER R Td D rEIHEI A (1) IEOSMBMEEZ A L, (2) £

R B OMIRFREE~OR B LB U CEEREL AL L, B) RICHDIAEN TWNDS A

Y7 —<IVRHBNOAE LTS, LBET LD TH D, RO BRI ERIT

LU @ Bowles and Polania-Reyes (2012) OEFHZ B L7z £ T, FR L7z 6 DIZEREL TV

Do FREHNELFT, TRMMME, ABIME, 2 BT 2 ERIZE U 5 NRYZRERDY, R E[EDRE

B2 T, £721%. B COWERRFIFGI KON L DR KL TITE L &y i

BT 5 2 L 2T EOMT X ToOEELFET (Bowles and Polania-Reyes 2012, p.370) J,

F /-SRI Elster (1989) & Burke and Young (2011) DOiE{b 7 — AR 72 8 7 1T KHL
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T2, bbb, [HOHEITET L ERICK LT, EEHICEE L, EHIREThHDH L
BB Sh o v — 2 b &S <ATERRR OB EZ | a9 RlE & FE5 (Burke and
Young 2011, Elster 1989) |,

ZD XD IR SBAREARE BRB 2R L LTI 2 5% =121, Fafchamps
(2006) 12 & » T SIS BREROERICBET 2 MESEZ TR T2 &0 ) BRN S
%, Fafchamps (2006) (%, I E &I 21T 9 BRI & 72 242 BARE AR D BE M
BHEPEIZ DWW T, ATO X S IZFIE L T 5, (a) BUHAIREEZRERICBET 225 OFE (1
REREARL, HEELTHELOBL T =~ ARFIEBEEEZ2HH0), () t&
BIFRE AR A A T 2 BRI AT 2 BLINARRE 72 B R E R DOBIR (self-selection) (ZBHT %
BEDIAE, (o) il EESCREE & AL PARE AR DFRERENE, (d) VWD Manski (1993) 23
Rl L7z 2 & CHA RSN (reflexivity) . 125 &L TW5, &HMDO=21%, ik LGt
ERFFOHEMBETLTERIND, AL I AROMEBITER T 2 NAEMERMEZ O
HLDOTHD, MoHO K FHEIE, Manski (1993) 23918 TIRE L /-3 &R FS EORET,
b 5B IPRE EROITERCRIG DN B O ERICEEL 52 T DA, FIZIZIEOSENE
HWZH D BIE, &5 EEROBOERA~OFENBRICHITF SN TLES LW RIET
bbH, ZOWE, BHICENENO EEOITENIET 2L T 2 HWCEIHESIT 2179
&L B R R o TR A HERH T D Z E R TE R, 2O X ) R RBEICH LT B 7201,
EAVED T CHOBIFEZ 2 hr—/L L72RIET, BBREEAOMEE & L CER=EFRE
WU CTHEICHES 2 2 &N TE DRI SBEEZF AT 2 0ERH D, I
X, WhIAERERET HZ LN TEHERT —XOIEHICE - T, FHESTONA
PEREZ iR T 5 2 L LRIFETH D,

AWFFROF—, & _ORBICBW L, HaiBTls X O SHEASMITEICE D
BICHDIBRIEICED L) REBELEZ TOWDONRHLMNIEND, & _0OfETIL,
RETEFRH O L U CEEARERNEZ BT O AR08 X OHSFRES, 1+
BB AR R v U — 7 OB &% THAIZERED LIIHAT 2B %
HERVICT B,

PRSI LOEEBEOEFKE2 %) C, BDE 7 7/ u—F 2 HEHRTH 2 LAV AlHE
L78%, BDE 77 r—F Lid, FEBREFERZE LEOMENSE TN EOLKE &
FHCHWD FIETH D, 77205, HRRIFl X O SAEESRIFEITENC R L TED
X BRREREZFFODD, FIFXZOHE T HZ LICEREBEBNZT 7 —F Th
Do WHFExS L LT, @ EETHER THHOKRK] Ok A U =X 508 H R BEOfifik
72 EBRRFE IR W TEHERRRAICERZ Y TH Z LITHERH 2,

1.3. AHFEOERR
WREELIE DA ORERIILL T DY ThbdH, 5 2 T|IIRBW T, KFERHE T 54
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v RO RF SR E A2 L, B 5, BRCRMNESRTEIZRET 2 Mo L B2 — L
JEDEL AR OV CIFZEE (2006) THEIR LTV D728 A TIE SHG L MF @
RS R e RE LV« MBIV DNRT p—< P ACEREY T CHAT 5, & 3 &
T E 4RO I 7 ajt&THHAT 27 — % OMEIZ OV CRLd#EEH 2 W Tk~ %,
o, FHEOT MRS 2 L CEEREANERTIL O RARER AL 1940 FRICE TSI 10X
STHIRT D, ZOoHTOH T, A G CEERITERE KN & 720 155 sk
IFRAE SIS B 22 & 72 D, 5 4 ED /0TI Sel LT AR FE O % — ORUEICH Y T 5,
ThbOLIN—TNHEORMER I A=A LZDONT, 7 afd@&nhEziTo, TOR.
R ZFEMCERT 260 SR MICER T2 b0 LI LT, EHRL-EER
FONEYEZON T T D, MA T, HOESMEIZ L HMEHFEORE, [FIKRFIZHEE L7
BAE O SHRR-ORFNBIEDRBIZ O T L ERT 5, 2. BEWROIEXFER S
23 SHG % MF PN CAMa i L CriRSNTW D D0 E 0T 5, 8 5 FIXH ORI
Y92, TITTEINETHRET MTBWTHMEMIZAEK SN D LUE STV TV A
TRERTIEE S, EBERIZE D K 5 RBRTHE L FHEOM TR SN TN D DNE 0 %, &
BN TIE, ZHLE T DNOBFFE TR DI T E T2 BRIZITHFRERE O D 72 Wil k5
FeRBRLtOXy NT—ITF—2%EH, *v MU — 7RO ER ZER 518,

FHOFILI.FATELEFSECTHLMNE /-7 SHG B MF (28155 GL ® A 51 = X L% i
F 2T, AWAERIREZRET 2, ZHITFE OB YT 5, T2 s LTt
5. HE. BEEESR EORFIFIEZ T TR, #a8fRg L5, b, Ry
NU =2 7 =2 Z2EH LT MF OIEFNEIEF~D AN A= =2 RO T b IRGLE
T 5, HERHENE & L CHARERICH & SO TER S I AVEZ AR L, Bifizz SHG 0
HEEABIZ S LSS RAEL T TIEARL, SHG "or—r2Z T TWnWH 2 e %
treatment dummy & L72 LATE (local average treatment effect) &H#tit9" 5,

RBIZE 7T BITBWT, FETH LI & dEm. BURBEREIZOVWTE LD D,
FIARMFRFERNDAEENTZ, PR SN D 2 & DHIF SN D8 72 72 eI >V T
Bt s Z L&D,

W

16 SeATAFZE S L CIVERZR B DL, #21E Fafchamps and Gubert (2007) 232607 B 5,
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B2AE A v NIZBIT 3 ENSETSOHE

2.1. BERE

TSRS [E 2 et R LI R e 7EEREIE, T3 ICF8E L DRt A 72 (inclusive) 4l
HEEDARREFEL LV EE LOVETMSOE & EOFBRRICH D 2 & AR LT 7217, 1R
R —EZA~D7 7 2%, FRICERBEIRFEREDORICRY END Z 2D
AHTHDHEBEZOND M I2EBADANOEZ 54 2 RTIL.26% 03 ERE I/ E S,
ZDIZE A EPBEFERICEEL TS (NSSO 2005), itz A > REUFIE 1950 4]
HOEZEHE (national plan) SEZELIK, AVMEZ - TofRE R 2 BT D72 DI R -
ARG OREINEE Th S Z & 25 L) T & 72 (Ramachandran and Swaminathan
2004), BEMNFIHOLETSE~DEE4E (financial inclusion) Z HEYE LZBORE N RITHEA
ZEVIRLODOBFTEINTEZDOTH D,

AREOHMIL, 4 = DOE 6 ECTEASNIMEA Y R - r—7 7B 5 SHG &
MF OFTEhBIRREFE FHI T, BARKICIZ 7 NV — T N O & At 5y 53 L OE AL ARl A K
DA T =AL, FTARAEESRICET 23RS R AT O RE LT, £ FORMNE
TS OBUIR & FEERERICOW TR T 5 2 L Th D, 20D HIOFIZIEL, BFam
MG ad e T4 0 RORFERBLEZERT L Z LI2L 5T, SfMYS ORFEEESCATE

EMERITIZ L CTRREINTE 200 (H2DWIEZEN 5 OBEO MRS LT &
72O ZHOLNZTDHEVIBRLEEN TV S,

AREOHITLL T O ZSOBBIZE Y fie Z & TRk SN 5, FH—IX, SHG & MF OF
A TH D SHG 71 7T LDk 10 FHMDONRT =~ AZEH L, 7T'v T LD/
RAEMRTHETHDHE, 5 1%, SHG . MF RN ED X 9 72 ZAammhs oo ¢
FAELT=ONEH LT H72012, A v REEO BR324 W2t
BRI BHEICTIEH 2D BT 522 Th 5,

17 i 21X Townsend (2011)1%, #R#FFIE & (L (financial deepening) OBIRMEIZEIT 5
R CTHIR MY — A 217> T\ 5, ZOHFIZIFITER 7 vt EREFZOREICHEVER
WD L5 o7= RCTs Wige b & TV 5,
18 2 RIZBIT D BRSO SV TiE, ZHH(2008) 23 FEM 2 IR RIVIC E & DTV
%, ARFEIIHEM(2006)I2 81T Difim & H D) %%é# wD = O@ETEEOTV60%*
iz ﬁm@mmﬁ1%0$ﬁ®m%@%% THRDOA > RO RIS OBEICE R Z Y TTH
W% LT, AR Tl RS 2 2 & LR 100 M 2 RICBERZ LTV D 2
&@%éo%:K\ﬁﬁ@m@ﬁ@@ﬁ%@ﬁﬁ%&%@ﬁ?%%i:&%H%K%wﬁiﬁv
Eo—%{T>TW\5— 5T, REIXHHORREENED S OB (IO I FRMERBE LK
JEATIRHIRIRE) N E D X 9 RER TERINZDN, HHVITER ST ARVDNE W I A
NG () BREREREZEHEL TR THD, F 212, SHG 71 77 LAFAEORE%E 100
FERORF TSR BBOBELOT THIRL TWDHETH D,
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2.2. A ¥ RIZRIT D RA GBS OB S REER

AUNEITUX, B R HRF 2 & 2000 A E TITHE DK 1 Ao ATl i 512 B
TOHMER L E 2 —%4T 5, JERHE~DE AT EE D JFE SRS R R (XU > O RF I X
DT DI ENHRETH D19, F—ORHIE, BRYIREMEERFR)DS 1969 FE TTH 2,
ZORREFES HIZ DI FRETH D, — D HIEL., HICEMBICBT2EFE LD
EIET, “ORIEEND EHEN SR T D 72 OISR S TS B 7 A R HIE 0
FZETHD, HB_ORHIE, 1969 F 0 FEpaEHTE AL ICEF EE THEM S /- raER
1TDOHEALEIE (social banking strategy) (& K - THIESIT Hi 520, 5 = OFFEIE, 1991
D 2000 R E TV ZEEBE A BRI LESETH D, ZotEid, BERHFo
N ERAT OSBRI ME 2SS SN H E V FiR SN TE 7, SRITHIEOZhZM & F
HWHEZEDDZEZENE LERFERETH o2, REDEMORGIT, fRBUFN 1H
T DT AR E S L CHER S MF OEAEJERTH D,

FTNENORIICI T 5 EA it 7 2 — ORI, H AN TR SRl S
EIERT D72 0OICBR L CE 7P RBUFIC X 5 R - BRNEMBOROE (L —8T 5, H
RO KA & RFUNAS & e U TSNS @S WERR B O 729012 7 4+ —~ V72 SRR > & O
BRI ZZT 2 2 ENTEX P I EMNEORREEH O LS iuX, ZnEhoks
NI AREEE S OFERR (financial exclusion) & W OURMENGBT 2 Z L AR L CT& 72
JELTHH D,

2.2.1. HEIEEEHRHR (1930 £RUKE) 55 1969 £% T
2.2.1.1. HYIFAEMEHRER (1930 R 25 1947 FE T

A v REEIZBT 258 Lo L iEIT, EEiERMIFRICEI N2 < oA H
HEOPFTHEMICTERINTND, ZOFTHLEL L Kb EEQR S DL the Central
Banking Enquiry Committee (CBEC)# 53 (1931) & ZAUCHET 2N & Do#@EFET
b5, FINOFREZEOHFTYH, Kb HHAL S GHE L OEEEZMEIZEL TV
% MDiE. the Madras Provincial Banking Enquiry Committee MPBEC) CT& %, + D#is
FEOHRT, EEPIIZ L CTREORRE 128> TEFEZE LD ON— R A 1=
ALINEPNTND,

19 B S DORHEX Sy DOIES ML, £ O —#8% Ramachandran and Swaminathan (2004)<°
FHH(2006)I2 51T DatamlZHH - T D, KT 1969 40 B s 3R T [E AL O RiT#% CTHRE 2 Bk
IZX45 4% Z &1 Ramachandran and Swaminathan (2004)(24L> T3,

20 Burgess and Pande (2005)1%, Z OBERO—B & L CTEDRITICR LT 1977 45 1990 4=
DN EFERIC K E AR T 5 2 L 23l LT D ac s B LTS G TE R o2 IR Eh 5
BT LTV D, 5 OHEFHRE R D . BATERA~O X EH R ILE N R & ) STV =2 & 23
kit
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LIE UITIE I 2R AT SR T N ERRITFFFEZ > TSI 65T
SEELRE, BICHEL KT Z E P TEAITEN TEFFIZERE T 53, & 5 TRITIIH
RENR EF S Z EIC0 D, EOFIFEZE S BOEEIT, BFPEFOREYZEHEE
PFD—m & U TZMTHEA L1 0O TENE TR 51ZX5 L THFIFNZ B S & v 5 i)k &
WIT S, & DRTRIBIKFHINEHE DN S F, FHH DDA TI R BT 5= 203
TERS RO TWE, ZDL IR T TIE, BRI K 1T EE DT DL 5 8 & K% T
SIEDIZHF/EIZ R TSN RRAD K EZ W a5 &0 5 ADHEH (a vicious circle)
B4 C T, (MPBEC Report 1930, Vol. 1, p.77)

BB U7 X9 R BEMICBET 2EBHBE I L o TRAIRBERG O 1% 6 IXEHEE )
LRMEMEZT &2 %1577 > 72, MPBEC (1930) (T Ziuid 1929 2\ TEADE)
e L TROREREEZHEDTW=OR, BUTOME® (prior debts) DOEF TH -7,
YR b HERE AR & 72 > TWe Dk, a7, 1 o 13EH IR 2 A0
FUZMa S T fEF I OO RMZ R S LTEIN L, BB NEITICH > it %2 /MEA
L LTE-> Tz (MPBEC 1930, pp.64-65), Wb H{E#%57M (bonded labor) 7372
< &% 1900 FRANFHN & RATES CHEFITAE L TV L T A 52

T ECHIBORFIE = D X 5 7R BRI B 1T B A > 7 4 —~ VA O VERIRE & (2 6F L CIERS
LTHSTEDIT TRV, WS EPRREIINEIRIT T b DD, EFIE L O¥EE & 8
T 572D DDA N T2 E T2, B AL, Deccan Agricultural Debtors’ Relief Act
(A8TYNZED—>L LTHIT b D, ZDOIEFIT I EHFIA R YT @mOFIFROA 7 +
— VIR BRI G T O BHIOTEAIZEE LT 5 2 LN TEDL L DIk oTe, EIEAITR
MEMIZERASR T DI oSN EH Iz, EMBE D7D o Land
Improvement Loans Act (1883) G A A xS & Lo M &E O 7= ® @ the
Agriculturalists Loan Act (1884) T&h 5, LALLM D 25 ORIEHIEE X, BREM THERD
PEDIRWBDTH o7,

FRO XD RMERME T e 7T LR EGDE T —r v/ S THEMAEENERL
L7z Z &%&2%1 T, 1904 F121 > R T% the Cooperative Credit Societies Act 23l E 41
7o D% 1912 FITE DIEFRPYIE S AV TLARE, T RENFOFREMA 252346 F 0 . BIK
MR BORNFEITEIND L D127 o 72, 1915 £ Maclagan Committee on Cooperation
B, MEAL CHFEMEEHRITEZRLT 5 ENEEE LTHEIT B, 1930 % Tl EER
MNTENREREINTZ, L LI—a v ROELITERY . 4 FoWBEMEITHEER
DEEMENST T R —FIZEHL TR O RICKD D, B Z P.OICRM < 5
SRRFERIER O WFEEGOHEDORIEICH D 1] LW oi&EEomm»bxt

2 EBEENER & DA 2= A — U8 L U TR LI T2 W TiE, 3058
Fit ECHU B D ORI BE ot 1 — A M T HE-3 < 2RI 72 JE F BEFR AR SIS & DR 20 B 177E
LCWeDDFEET D Z EDNE LW, BEFFETHLZOREICITIES-2EZRH 5 (Finn
2008)
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ST DI LR STeDTh D, MR, EHMEGIIRER M ERE EFE LICE - T
BE SN D Z L Lo fz (Baker 1984, p.229), Z ) L7zAHLABOR O KRIL, HoTOHE
HESLHIRE B AR ST D 2 & THED AT ST U, B OHERE <k
ny—7 747 MEAROB TR & 72 o 7= (RCA Report 1929, Vol. I11, p.410),

1918 42l & #17= the Usurious Loans Act i, Wb D damdupatﬁff% (F]+-13T
K%L@ofiﬁgﬁw)%ﬁwbto%®03mxwm)®ﬁ (2 K AUE 1929 4FERE A
TA v FIZBT 2 BN FiOARKREIZ 0 ELE—IZDIED &?E.?Jréﬂfb‘éo SRR
TR ORI TR EEM S N2 L, EHA @ﬁiﬂ%’?%‘ L7clzoEF oA RS LR
HT DERFHE DREIATONT, 20K RERITHLT 572 1933 £ 5 1936 4
Df#IZ Debt Conciliation Acts 23\ < DMl iE 417273, Narayanswami Naidu (% Debt
Conciliation Boards [Z3X 320> B 7 M T, 12 & A SO b ZERE TIZFFE LFERIR

€2 -7- (Naidu 1946, p.52) | LML T\ 5, Zh O DEFICESHMOEESD
ﬁi;ﬁ‘ WEMETH -T2 2 & L ZBEOWREDIERIRE ) 2 FF /e o7 2 &5, RO ER
ThHdHEEZ BN TS, 1930 40 the Punjab Regulation of Accounts Act <° 1935 4D
Debtors Protection Acts H1F & A CFEGR & L TIAIMEZ R ehoTz, LB DIESIC
FoT, BABLETA B A2 TG LHNERS TRBEZTRITNITEGZ1TO 2 &n
TERVWEHESN, ETORMNEZLHEL TRET 52 ERD Oz, LR

EHEDEFAE LICESOIESF2RD D 2 ENVi EREETH -7 2 &0, #ibice
STELLLHE—DHEFTHLIEAELOBDN LR SN, fIEZFIAT 2600
FEAEBLTHICIK L 72> TLE -7~ (Chandavarkar 1984, p.800) 22,

TAVE T L C&E 2B TG OARFE M & PERRIEE I\ T il RHIEUS O %% d
BORDP R -T2 Z L 22T, ZNEMRIRT 5 2 L RNEERBRETH L LD
ozl ote, BATHEEIEE DRV, T b BIEMHITRE I MRV &3k S QIR
BRI X 2BORIZ, AEERETH B T&eholz, ZO—HT, Wbpb A v
Z— ) =V EAEEE LD THGORK (oI PrrEiBE, 28017 iR
) | 2R LTV AR 2 ERE Lo b2, RS Z B EATSICESE I TL
Fo07DThD, Z I TORBREBRAN, ML (1947 ) LIEOEMEGBORICEE 5 2
LT EED,

2.2.1.2. 1947 HEH 5 1969 % T : BHER ~OHIFF

A2 RIZBTAEHATGOMAE L L TERAIZAE4A 7 All India Rural Credit Survey
(ATRCS)A® 1954 FFIZHENE X, 7 4+ —~ /LA RSB BATEIC I D5 FHFEE O 9%LLT
L2NH7Z L TCWRWZ R SIS (Table2-3), — 5T, @fl&E L, ME A, &
7R, R OAE AHETR D 75% L) B4 o TuvD, (5 H I FEREA 23#Hk < 4T 50 4F

22 The Madras Agriculturist Debt Relief Act (1938)(ZB L Tix, BRI ZFi-T=@AIE L
SOMIERERE L. BHIFTCES OR G M & a2 R D CTHERR L 7=,
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LLEDRRRIE L TWDIZH 230 b7, MBI 0 BAME TSR 53 = 71X %R T
b5, £ TEAREMITAIRCS IZX » TIRE SN/ F#ELEFHHE (integrated scheme or
rural credit) ZEA L, #E OUEICFED H L7z (Gol 2005, p8), 1950 X725 1960 4
RIZT TEARBOBARTICBT 5 =TI EF L, 1971 1213 20% %8 2 5 £ Tl
o722 L LA 5, Gol (200512 L #uiE, Cooperative Credit Structure (CCS)iXAHi~7
25 1960 A E TOHIR, ERRH AT ZADOMBE  (deep impairment of governance,
Gol, 2005, p.18) (Zffa> T =&\ o, Yy), MEEIE T, REMD-D B AR Rl
EBZ DT HRIL. 74—~ L7 B A E oM S R WFETho7z b D
O, BERIFEOBEICRE L, TR RIS OES LR LV BifF S R
BT HZENTE o7 (HE 2006), O RITITMSILIRTA B < . FE2BITE
PR (YA Rl e oY i = I B e S PN L e = S RS G N o NN E S EE /AT Y =T oY A QAP
(Gol 2005),
ZORHREFICOWTIRIET 5, 74—~ /8T E L TERBR~OMFHNEE | B
FEIZBIT 52 = 71% 1960 0 E TIC—EDWELE AT L DD, BINE %D 72 BHF
T L o TTIERI R SR Y — EA~DT 7 & AN ST L 1T S WV EE R EEA eV T
W, EORDRERAEEZ T, A ¥ FBUNIE 1969 12 FERG ST O E A b~ & B2
UL bn, TNUNE ORI E L TR SNDLKEROEGED Th 5,

2.2.2. 1969 05 1991 ¥ T : FEWMERITOEAL
2221 EFR{OBEH

1969 A » R TITEmR KB D 14 O FHEREEFITREAL Sz, 22 XY Reserve
Bank of India RBDIE Z U F TLLEICEZMNOIERITEE - BRNASRIBOR 23795 2
EA[BE L 7p o T2, 1969 HITHiE X 417 the Banking Companies Act D% 3Ci%., H Y BURf
DREERTEEALTHZEZ2HELL ET, ZOERMEZUTOLICRIL TS, [Z
NETURICKRE RS BZEO=ERE BIE L T, AT < Sl - RUEETM O
R, W OIER, EAOAIL, HERB OB & B 2 EOMREL EHR T 572 DI
FitH 2 B9 % (Sen and Vaidya 1997, p.13) |, = D 512iE 60 A EIEDO KF I
LD EEAEHAE R T, A2 FERBOERNRGEN (2 2 =7 ¢ BREOSRFE R
I 70> B BTS00 (kD oy D &) 12 K D BRI FERRIS ~ & K& < 5L (ZHH 2006, p.14) |
LizZ &R oD, BAEHEA~OKREOESEEAIZL > T, HOEMORELYITFESE
oL LD TH S,

1961 D& Y AT KAUE, YRERIT O SUE 1A T O 5 FEEE TR E AL TWVN D DA

23 A H TlEA v FOERWBIERE (cooperative credit structure: CCS) 1% 1 & 3 T 5 ADME
Bz 6 THAOETEET) ., HRAEHO K2 B GREIE L 72> T 5, CCS XpE
AT oI EATERTT (Regional Rural Banks: RRBs) # &b W 72@ED 1.5 F0OMA B %
ZTCW5D, e TH 10 HiZ b L2 BALEW (Primary Agriculture Credit Societies: PACS) 2%
A2 ROBRFNREORBELZ L X TWVD LS > THBS TR,
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T, BRETIXIEZE A ETFE Lo 7=, 1969 £ National Credit Council (Z8R17%)5
VFT 07T AOFATERE L, FIOEFHICEIT Y — A2 W R S D X9 Ka el
RIH > Tz, ZORBRH S NIZ0n, WIEE L BEOHMICH L AHBORETH 5,
FLEZEN GDP D 15%FEE L ED TWhian—5 T, 2fFEESITORE ICBIT D 67%23 8
EEBT ThoTo, AU L TEZEN GDP @ 50%LL EE 5D THWAICh b b1,
FERME T 1% TR0 2 72D TH D, FEESFITOEAN Z ORI ZRIET 5 DIh
NThDHEEZ LI (Sen and Vaidya 1997),

2.2.2.2. FERITFIAE (unbanked population) ~D&RV— & RILEFE

BANZ RBI 28To722 Lk, EAMYERE, 179 — X RFH AR AR T & o 7o Hilik
(unbanked area) DEFERIR Y XA FDIEK TH D, 2DV A & E 2 T, 1970 4£1Z RBI
X TARICHRE ) 2 FF> T A & A HHUE (socially coercive licensing criterion) | % &-#R1T
~EEE LT, ORI L > TEALINRITIX, BT IE N FET 2 i 1
KIERRNLT D 2 AT, SMTSUEDFAE LW ERS - MEERTTHIRIC 8 SOUERRSL L7227
SRV EHE Sz, RBIIFHFHCHERR i bk ic > T 1970 4R 0 £ Tlo, #9735
W72V Z B a3 2 K D HoR Uiz, & 5HI2 1977 AT & AT BV TR
HXEDOEEGE 113 ThoTob D% 114 I2F T EA S 7224,

Table 2-1 [ X RBIZ L 2 D& FFo72 T A R U ARITRONE =7 T 0V TEERND, Zh
FCTEHATEDBFAE L2 Do o I 7 4 —~ WERIT A EH L T D Z L 2R LT 5,

24 1976 4|2 Regional Rural Bank (RRB) Act 2357 &4, RRB 28/ NI GE . 36508 |
R TEMEEE . MR EEE I L TUEASZOMOAR Y — B A 24 U, BARE DR
JBIZETHZL2AME LTHRIENZ (Misra 2006, p.111),
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Table 2-1 Growth of Rural Banking in India, 1969-2006

No. of bank offices Credit outstanding Deposits Credit-deposit ratio (%)
Year Rural % of total Rural (Rs % of total Rural (Rs % of total Rural All areas
crores) crores)

1969 1,443 17.6 115 3.3 306 6.3 37.6 719
1972 5,274 36.0 257 4.6 540 6.5 417 67.2
1975 7112 35.5 608 6.0 1171 85 51.9 735
1978 12,534 425 1,530 8.4 2,664 10.1 574 69.1
1981 19,453 51.2 3,600 119 5,939 134 60.6 68.1
1984 25,541 52.9 6,589 135 9,603 134 68.6 68.3
1987 30,585 56.2 11,127 153 17,527 147 63.5 61.0
1990 34,867 58.2 17,352 142 28,609 155 60.7 66.0
1993 35,360 56.3 22,906 14.1 41,410 15.0 55.3 58.9
1996 32,981 51.2 29,012 114 61,313 14.4 47.3 59.8
1999 32,840 49.3 42,091 11.0 102,697 14.7 41 54.8
2002 32,443 47.8 66,682 10.2 159,423 14.2 41.8 58.4
2005 32,082 46.9 109,976 9.5 213,104 122 51.6 64.9
2006 30,572 445 175,816 8.4 226,049 10.8 56.3 725

Source: RBI: Banking Services: Basic Statistical Returns, various issues; Quarterly Statistics on Deposits and Credit of Scheduled
Commercial Banks: March 2006

Z DBURIC X o TEFEIZEIT 284735 (RRBs #5T) Ok, 1969 F0 1,443 2>
5 1990 FRWOIZITH 35,000 (ZF THIM L7225, ZOHEMOITEAEN, RITIENZ
E Tl ek~ T &5 (Chavan 2005, p.111), F7-RIFHHIZ, 17X
JEM3 & % Hilik (banked location) D#XIT#) 1,000 725 25,000 ~&2H L, X HIZEAHO
SRITZEDENE 1T 18% 05 58% FE THIM L T 5, 1961 4E2>5 2000 FEDMIC, #8171 X
JE M 72 0 OBEEFITH 140,000 2> 5 15,000 ~E D Lz, $RITEOMONIERC 1977 4
25 1990 4F £ THHE TH D, ZAUTSED 1:4 OEIA THIER L2 F5 00T 72 M & — 2
Do ZORHHH L B SNTHITHIED 80%703, ik THATHIEN R WHI TH - 72

(Burgess and Pande 2005)

ZORNCAE T T A=< VBRI EOELD—o L U CEHE AR Z L%, 1982 452 RBI
DM (Agricultural Credit Department) 35 X OVEAFE{E H = (Rural Planning
and Credit Cell) & ZmpERIRAM (ARDC) NEMFL., SfEEMN SRR I BESFT
T DORE 2T 2 2E R EEAT B ERIT (National Bank for Agricultural and Rural
Development) 2SN/ mTdHD (HH 2006) 26,

A OITEB BT~ OB HAGI L 72 5720 K 5 RBL I3 EF - YR TTHHIC

BIFDEITEIT D72 < &b 60%DfE A - ITEEIS (credit-deposit ratio) % ifi7= X 72iF i
X722 B e L7z, Table 2-1 THER TE 5 K 912, 1969 025 1987 F- DR EA~DIE

RS OEIA X 8.3% 05 15.3%~& FH L7z, S HIZEMHICH T 2IEBEO Y = 71X

25 2004 4% TIZ RRB 1342 E 518 I 14,446 )52 ¥ % 5 £ T LTz, TIUTEFEERITO
BAMED 43% % 5D 5, £7-. RRB OE DN 70%I1% %] &7 &—A@iéﬁfz@é
26 NABARD & E=E e H6EITZH M (2006) 2B SN2\ 0y, HER L DEFIZELTEL &,
T O REF AR ~OEHITEHECE=4 Y I Th D,

»
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L

6.3% M5 14.7%~ E AN U 7=, BATEIZ BT D15 - BFEEI 413 1969 40D 37.6%70 5 1984
21T 68.6% F THE L, 1990 FRWIEH E TIE 60%HITE & HEFF L TV,

2.2.238. EBEEIZ—~DEH

HE A SR TS DMEAE L2 b o 1o sk~ 5 AR ECR 12N 2 €, RBI I3 M &
HET_R&EE 7 Z—ICONTHIETEHIE Lz, RBLIX 1972 T EESLZIUCETE T 5
FI3 LOVINEIEEE A T v ¥ — L LTER LTZ, BHO 33% 038t 7 ¥ —ITiE
DT HND LD 1975 FICHIE S (1979 4 3 H £ TOERNFHIT H72), 1979
%ri%@ﬂAﬁam’if%%i%%ﬂkﬂ%5¢if@%ﬁﬂ%%ﬁT%ﬂk)wm
T EEINT=F —F v 27 X =P E S, BERITIZ 16%, L0 %ENREM
(weaker sections) | {Z 10% 3G HT H 417227, Table 2-2 ii‘aﬁ?ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁ’aﬁ%ﬁ%%ﬁ@:
5O DB 7 X —~DOREFEOE S E R LTV D, 1969 FD 14.0%0>5 1987 i
42.9% F T L TW5, REBM~OEHOHRTY | /U - RFUEZFE ~D(E FAHbEEED
e T 42% & 72> 7= (Burgess and Pande 2005, p.2) 28,

Table 2-2 Share of Priority Sector Advances in Total Credit of Scheduled Commercial
Banks, 1969-2005

Year Share
1969 14.0
1972 21.0
1975 25.0
1978 28.6
1981 35.6
1984 38.1
1987 42.9
1990 40.7
1993 34.4
1996 32.8
1999 35.3
2002 34.8
2005 36.7

Source: RBI: Banking Services: Basic Statistical Returns, various issues

21 TR %BAHER M) &1, 2ha LT O/ ZES . T Ui, /IMEANZ & T, BHO
FBR%EIZ Rs. 10,000 & &7,

28~ QR RBI 2830 L7ZBUOROF THLEER DD —2I2, FFRO ERFENH S, RBI
IXSAERE e 7 2 —~OREICB L T2 OFIE L 1T IRIHRI ﬂ%+@ﬁ@% 7z (3 4%),
Z OBHNE 1972 FI BT 26 S EA S, 1974 F12IT L BHER 2RISR LT b
JREND Lol
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2224 BEMNEATHCBI»EMELOKENET

PASESRAT O EA LI 20 I THE U RERE(LD—>D & LT, HERZREAEFETRO
VETIRTFRZEF b5, Table 2-3 12 LAUZA&E LEMZE, P& A, M2 BN ORK
EHIZBT DEIETE 1951 05 1961 4 FE TONH) T5%LL Eivn | 1991 A0 25%LL T F
THWA LTz, ZRLEMELET 2L 91C, 1971 5 1991 FORIC 7 +—~ &7 X —D
= 7 2 f5RIEICE TR LTz,

Table 2-3 Share of Rural Household Debt by Source, India, 1951-1991 (%)

Credit Agency 1951 1961 1971 1981 1991
Cooperatives and Commercial Banks 5.7 10.3 24.4 58.6 58.8
Government and other formal sources 31 55 7.3 4.6 75
All Institutional Agencies 8.8 15.8 317 63.2 66.3
Professional and Agriculturist

Moneylenders 68.6 62.0 36.1 16.1 175
Traders n.a. 7.2 84 31 22
Landlords n.a. 7.6 8.6 4.0 4.0
Relatives & Friends 144 6.4 13.1 11.2 4.6
Other sources 8.2 0.8 21 24 2.3
All Non-Institutional Agencies 91.2 84.0 68.3 36.8 30.6
Source not specified 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.0 31
Total 100 100 100 100 100

Note: In 1951, landlords and traders are lumped together within "other sources".
Source: All-India Rural Credit Survey for 1951, All-India Debt and Investment Survey for the other years.

2.2.2.5. BEEFEBR~DA X7 b

Blnswanger et al (1993)i%, A > R&ENDH T & ATz 85 AR GUTHEZIT

Y, 1970 RISV T RBLIC X 28T OSUEIEFBOR S, REERMICR T 5 REERE 2
L7722 EEFHREMIOR Uiz, SIT3ED 10%0HMN, FEXEH T ~0EE L 4~8%
WIS ELZ ERHALNE R oTle, FTALFIERIOTENMRITIE DILFE L R MHBI L T
W5 Z L HEIEE LT, Burgess and Pande (2005)1% 1977 4725 1990 4E & TOHER 72
HEZR I AZRM LT $ATSIEIEFRBOR DR FRIR A0 LTz, T OHEFHRERICE D &
b b ERITENH - Tk & F 5 TRWVHIEO MFIZEB W T, YLBUR N IEREAEE
MDIRENZR DT 4 T 7B e 52 T2 ERER I, S HITBEMMNREE L LT,
I BN BT D IEREFTEOTG O, BEFBHOFEEEEOWEME L6 L, &
HEERDR L LTEONFEIEL 72D, $UTIED R0 o T2l ~DJLFED . RE L
NOBERFE LB EHTOBROEREOE, I HIZYARREHD S ETATH D,
Burgess and Pande (2005)(%, Z41 5 OHEFHRE ST AL 535 IE OB MR ) % £f
STWeA v RiZBIT5HHE 5)‘%% T 72O GERITE D72 o T Hlg Pt 7 2 — -~
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A& DILRITER T 2 D TH D LT Tna,

2.2.2.6 WMEENBEFK 27725 (IRDP) DR : EHELORME
ZORHRIXZITEBIT 54 FOBFRERIL, BIFE BigEOBUR O Yl 72 B G- i 557
HOBEEMZERT D ETRBICETD, 282 5IE8ITEAIC L D20 « BFRE
DA LN D —H T, BEORWERNI T 07T AREMTHERE LN & bR S
N ThD, WEBEMNBIZ 722 7 A (Integrated Rural Development Programme:
IRDP) 1., BZ 5L A v FORFL EREOM R B ZRRHE TH D, YT n s T
LE, 1978 Fo M vy N a7 o3BG S 4L, 1980 4% TICAEICE & L7z, 1987
FIZET 07T AOHIENE— 7 2l 2 400 HFERIRRG Lo T B Z LR TWD
ORI, APEREEORIE 2B L CEKREICHB ST & OMEEZ1TO LWV ) DT
b5, BARMIZIE, BURPRET 2ERBLL T RN 2 2 —7 > b & L THBIef &
®@§%ﬁ5_k? T e EAEPERYE PE A R R W IR E S FEN LS/ A bR T
BB RO D Z L 2 RET D, TS L > THES N LERERN B35 &0
90)75) IRDP ®HWTH S (ZHH 2006) 29,
22T — & 2 A IR LW < DD EFEFFEDS IRDP I K 558 D F — 7T 4
T OUREEHL TS (21X, Rath 1985), 712/ J AL @&, LYHEXK LT
HRE T3 <, Hoxox ) — MEECHSEITHINL O &V — X MR IR S Tu
72D T %, Dreze (1990)/%L IRDP % U7-@h& A3, BI5-9 H1TBUEREI D4 B CHANE 2 3¢
59 Z L DOTE DEFCBURMNIA IFIZ X > TRIEBICFIHE S, KigE TRV TWL 2R
ST AREMEZ 59 L T 5, IRDP I K2 RE DS, RMICH 7z » TERE OFEE & EHTS
ZHIMS I LD T & B FHEICIERE LI AFZEI L RS 72 & 7210,
IRDP EREE KIE L= OB FEEOAFH 2T Tidevy, ZH2H (2006)i%, IRDP 12
L DREIN T & —~ VI B RSB L CHLRDEEE E 2 W2 EEREHL T
%, BEAMIZZEM (2006, p.32) THER SNV, 2 2 T OIS i Tk < &, IRDP
(2 KBRS D RHITRGHESRIT° RRBs IZ L » THDbIW T3, SFE 0 | Z2H 2 LA R %%
E LTSN RRB &, (R 0H 2 EADORGEFITIZE > TIRDP IZX 2 b TV,
ML 72 > 7= D%, IRDP OIRFEHEN & b TE L | EFIENE & 9 R R L TRz
HARWZD, BRI OREIZ L > TRERAB L RS> TV Z & TH D, 1980 FFRNE

29 A 2 RCIE TERBR NI ZERE S 172 5 1 BICHE & 5 BB & 24 C 2400kcal.,

FRHHER T 2100keal & L, T OB LM CE HIMEKEL EHEIND,

30 HAl 72 before/after DL /ST T IRDP OERMEZE - U T AFZE 1330 A 720 s

Puhazhendhi and Jayaraman (1999)iX = D X 9 72 A — 7 72 ki /3 #r 217\ IRDP 52 453 1k

T CRRNBEZB IO 1% X3, ZREMTD 29% CIIFTGORMMA A Lol b

WELTWA,

31 — T EREHOBEGOEIEIT V7o T2, Bl 21X 1996-07 4EJE @ IRDP & A D 9 6,
59%IFPIEMIT. 26%IX RRBs I XL 5 DT, [GHEBOEIAIL 16%ICT R0 olz, TDOE

ELTIE, EHEWN R IREBUF O XZELD S AN IR 2 BV T2 s B2 b5,
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1990 FERAEE FE TOIRFHRIL 50-60% TH 7= L Eb T2 (RBI 1995), 1993 4El2%E
it X472 NSSO (2000) OFATIX fEFOHLT 0 12% LEFEH A Z25F > TWRdo7- 2
EDVHIIL TS, 29 L7nlE RO S 1%, e & WA U 7o B Bk 7 [R5 23 ik
DHENTH-TZEBEZBINDH32, BIREMZ BRI E L7- IRDP Th-o72h, EEAEITE28)
BT 2BORMAEMEN & H\\FE - T, TR 2 8RMEBI O AL & - TR & 2k
ELRoTERLDOTHH33,

2.2.3. 1991 FELIEDOHE L EEL (2000 FRET)

ZZET, *“Efféﬁﬂﬂﬁ#ﬁ BIFAHA 27—~ VEBOBHEESFE, TLTENLLE
/N S D 7o DI IIAE R 208 U C, E£72 1969 FF LI IZEA L S 2R T0
RM%%ﬁ%kagﬁﬁm%@ﬁiwl_iéﬁﬁwm%&f%ﬁﬂuwr e
TEELAEMAZR L7, ZTOWET, 42 FiZA v 74—~ VRO LEOKT,
ST IR BORIC L D4 - RFZE, IRDP O Xtz 85 L C & 72, BA&ffis o
I ARAL DS HE I —E OB R EISh R SRR S vz — 07 T, SRR o AAMEN R L &
VW9 R 72,

1990 FRIZAD & A ¥ FRFEIZZ A E TOFFERRFE AN & TR L, — L CHR{kE
HLHED D Z LI/ 5H, IRDP TR 2RI D o 72, ROIRFER, 2O BRI,
REOIFARNE, ¥ —FT 4 v 7ORM, BRELEZIZILDET DA 0 74— /VERO
RIRWRAFZ R DR, A v REEEXIG L Lo GsENRt s D 2 & & otz
PNDERMUEDHEREE L DT-ONT TV INLREEERE LT HHNEESTH D,
ZOBTIE, BURFEORRIGRMEKR 0 /7 2@ U7 4 —~ V&flfiHo (FICE
FHE~D) 1250 O BRI TEIRE A B = X AT &5 < SRl E Offe~ & BUR s
T2 Ehote, BRMICITER 0B B b, B~ B RO BERER) 7ok K
a2 —7y ha—r OBEMBERBEIL, SRR O EEMEICxT 5 RBL O A4, 72X T
»H5,

T DFEREMEHTS CE LBz N THR TN 9,

Table 2-1 (2L 2 &, EBATOHRITIIET 1993 £0K) 35,000 % & — 7 [ L, 2006
121X 830,000 £ 725 TS, WEHIEDO Y =T A TH 1990 £ 58.2%% & — 7 [/
L. 2006 FF121F 44.5% F TR o7z, EdR L2 X 9512 1977 4E0 5 1990 45 F CTIEERIT 5
DOIEFERRE L TA U TN D P, 1990 FELUEIXZ O OBIRNHA L TS, FE,
SR D FEHE & WAT L TR RI O A 0RO BT © O S EHOR S BB S D &
12725 7-, RRBs O XJEHIE 1990 4E(Z 196 T > 72D A3, 2006 4E(21E 104 & 72> TV
% (RBI 2007),

32 1989 I AEM R EB A ENS R LN TWND

33 [EPNT 300 D AT Al RS & o S (2 Sk L 7= RBI OFAETIX, 1984-85 FFIZB W TEDIZ
CAENEE A MNEEZTHEEEZH EL TS Z E03hro 72 (Satish and Swaminathan
1988),
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EA(L SR ERESIT & o @B OIS MEIX, Blbe & bicthET oM &
7polz, LinL7ams, 26 O4&REE O total non-performing assets NPAs) s L
72 DOD, BEAEA~OE AR OEE bEE —IC L Lz (1987 RS T 15.8%% £
— 712 2006 -0 8.4% F TWA) . BAEIZ T DIrE OEIE S 1990 0 15.5%5 5 2006
D 10.8%FE TR LT, £/, BIEHOER - IFEEIE S 1984 0 68.6%7H> 5 1990 4
ROKDVIZIE 41.0%I2F T T2 -7 (Table 2-1),

ZOEM - IFEHE ORE, RERNRBERIZICBNTEVBEETH D, FIXIE, B
NIV A Y & S B IR HIE 2 T AL ATRIC DWW TR 2 fEiR T 5 &L 1981 4RI
54% T > =DM 1991 4EIZ 50% & 72 0 . 2001 4EI21E 37% F T LTW5, Social
banking experiment T 1970 44L& TN 1980 4ERICEE A2 11722 9 L= hEHIRTY .
B LRI OME G ARER 2 b D L 72> TV D AMREMER H 5,

Chandrashekhar and Ray (2005)I345 ERZESI TR Y 2 7 OEEICHRE T HHAICH
HILEERLTWD, FEEICREEICH D DEIA1E 1990 F1R1C 26%00 5 33%~ & BEN
L7z, 2D X972 1990 FERLIBRIC BT 5 7+ —~ V&R 02 kix,. #1%1F Board for
Financial Supervision (BFS)D#% 7% i U TN S 4172 NPAs OJ»<0 A EEARD %24 %
OReffZ b, VA7 BERRNRITEIZ & D X528, BRE~OGERALE %27
WHESTWEZ EIZED LR TE D,

B ~OE CTHE U &9 A3 HRTE 5, BEBMA~OMED T = 71% 1990
D 19%525 2005 FED 11%E THAD LTWD, i bIEANREELZ T TV D OITE N E
Td %, Sahu and Rajasekhar (2005)1Z2FEIZH1T 5, FEHEZ~OHH - RHIE D
EIE28 1991 405 2000 FEDRFINC 6% FA3o 7= L i L%, RBI ¢ Table 2-4 O X 9 (2
FREMEESRITOERERME (BIEHMA~OME) DOREEROZEIE 1980 FUE 1990 FRIC
3T CHERE L anti-poor 7¢ AT BRI E~OBITHE L TND Z EZFRD TV D, FRIZ 2.5
T— 71— LT ORMRAEIZOWNT, 1990 FROEGIH%L (loan outstanding) 73-3.69%
EWVWIVAFAELR-STNDZ ENER IS,

Table 2-4 Trend Growth Rates of Scheduled Commercial Banks’ Direct Finance to

Farmers (Short-term and Long-term loans), (%)

Up to 2.5 acres 2.5to0 5acres Above 5acres Total
Accounts  Amounts  Accounts  Amounts  Accounts  Amounts  Accounts  Amounts

Loan Outstanding

1980s 8.61 19.33 11.8 21.48 7.41 16.96 9.17 18.39
1990s -3.69 7.65 -1.58 8.95 -0.92 8.05 -2.27 8.17
Loan Disbursement

1980s 7.51 18.38 11.45 21.55 721 17,51 8.51 18.61
1990s 2.16 11.84 5.72 15.88 8.55 16.31 4.95 15.01

Note: Trend Growth Rates are based on semi-logarithmic functions.
Source: Report on Currency and Finance 2000-01, (Table 3.15)

H SR, MEICRNTCR @S OREO—> & LT, BANEOEFELO
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BHENRD D, 74—~ /LRI X 2aiE R E %2 1991 4 (NSS 48th Round) & 2002 4
(NSS 59th Round) T3 A &, ZOEMNIT-x 0 LAz 5 (Table 2-5),

Table 2-5 Share of Institutional Agencies in Outstanding Cash Debt of Rural
Households, Major States and All-India, 1971-2002 (%)

1971 1981 1991 2002
NSS 26th round NSS 37th round NSS 48th round  NSS 59th round
Andhra Pradesh 14 41 34 27
Bihar* 11 47 73 37
Gujarat 47 70 75 67
Haryana 26 76 73 50
Karnataka 30 78 78 67
Kerala 44 79 92 81
Madhya Pradesh 32 66 73 59
Orissa 30 81 80 74
Punjab 36 74 79 56
Rajasthan 9 41 40 34
Tamil Nadu 22 44 58 47
Uttar Pradesh 23 55 69 56
West Bengal 31 66 82 68
All India 29 61 64 57

Source: NSSO (2005b, Report 501, Statement 7, p.27)

Note: 2002 data for Bihar and MP exaggerate the decline after 1991 as they refer to the
divided states after separation of Jharkhand and Chhattisgarh, both of which have a
comparatively much higher share of institutional agencies.

ETOMITONT, 1971 FLRIZEAEBUERIC X - T 4 — < /LeiiigBac L 2 mlig ol
AN EFLTHD2, 1991 FORFE LTI L TnDH 2 &R bh %, NSS 59t
Round 1T (BHURAHZBRESONRILEK L L TAHhIL LX), HIFIHPAEARTHIIL
HDHIFE, AT A= NVEBRASOIKIFENRE L 725 D | 15 HISCEM FCHIER C Rl
LR EE N OAE T T D Z & 2R LT\ 5, Table 2-6 TiE 2003 4EHF A5 CHEAS
FETDEA L TWDEE DN T + — < LRI & ORI 2 5D 25165, BHIORE
L B TH D Z L Z R LT 5, £7- Table 2-7 1T F 5 D& E & FE RN A4 RSB~
DIRIFEZ TR LTZ b D TH L0, BIZITEREO Rs. 100,000 L FOBERFEFL, 74—~
IR RS ~DOFIHEN 33.2% THDHDIZH LT, A > 7+ —~/LARERE (L bt
FIEL) OFIHFEN 66.8% (35%) & 25U ETHDL Z bbb,
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Table 2-6 Share of Debt of Farmer Households Provided by Institutional Sources (%),
2003, All-India

Size Class of Land Possessed (ha) Share of Debt Provided by Institutional Sources (%)

<0.01 22.6
0.01-0.40 433
0.41-1.00 52.8
1.01-2.00 57.6
2.01-4.00 65.1
4.01-10.00 68.8

>10.00 67.6
All Sizes 57.7

Source: NSSO (20052, Report 498, Table 3, p.125)

Table 2-7 Percentage share of different credit agencies in cash borrowings of the

households by household asset holding class

Household asset holding class (Rs.000)

Credit agency Rural Urban

<100 100-300 300< all <100 100-300 300< all
government etc. 4.6 5.2 11 2.7 23 51 74 6.2
co-operative societies/bank 128 229 34.8 28.0 14.3 221 237 220
commercial banks etc. 12.8 15.3 289 22.7 12.7 25.3 36.1 30.6
insurance 0.0 0.5 0.3 0.3 0.7 0.7 19 15
provident fund 0.5 14 0.9 10 3.6 33 2.8 3.0
financial corporation/institution 0.3 1.0 0.6 0.6 44 6.0 9.9 84
financial company 0.3 0.7 1.0 0.8 51 11 24 25
other institutional agencies 18 11 0.8 10 15 12 16 15
all institutional agencies 332 48.0 68.2 57.2 445 64.7 86.0 75.7
land lord 13 0.8 0.3 0.6 04 0.1 0.3 0.2
agricultural money lender 13.0 108 8.1 9.6 0.6 12 04 0.6
profession money lender 35.0 27.0 136 20.6 324 18.2 7.6 133
traders 31 29 2.8 29 18 20 0.9 13
relatives & friends 11.2 85 5.8 74 14.3 10.3 44 7.0
doctors, lawyers etc 0.5 0.2 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.1
others 2.9 19 0.9 15 5.6 3.3 0.3 17
all non- instit. agencies 66.8 52.0 318 42.8 55.4 353 14.0 242
unspecified 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0
all agencies 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100

Source: NSSO(2005b), Statement 14, p.29

U EOFEHEZE &L E, 1990 FRYBEN B IEE - 7= &Rk 1%, IRDP Oz 521}
THRUER 72 R8BSR & TR B & RAT &R 8 A Lo /oo, BATeEER o B M
B X 20 b, 100 FERIIC AR TEAE L TO IR A v 7 4 —~ V&R FF OB N
THZELEHFLTLESTLEF A D, PDEHTHICBT DA 7 4+ — < /LERlOE R
PEIZ DN TR B R ETH L, ThUIA v F— U v r— VRO GHMECTHA X
o EEx2 b5 (Hoff and Stiglitz 1996), J78), i, (5T 2 8k L T30 & 455
Z LT EMOIEFERECZK O JBAT IR A R T2 Z LR AREE 72D . —ED
AHEMEEZRFEL TN 22, @S UITEAET TR 2 2 &7 < BT L
TeDThHA D, WETiuX, BNFEEH (FricgRE) (a7 — e 2 28745 %

38



7, fiGFEICH DR > i E A2 SR L (IRDP OZGEN 240 L) 22 b, fTh
MOTE TG ORI (TG WO IEAFVERITE, SRR OIEITRHIME) 2R 25 A =X L
WEELTRD, TOX ) RFHEEF o TRt E L LTRG Lo, MF ThH D,

2.2.4. SHG % MF OX%35 L #fF (2000 FR1HBIEE T)
2.2.4.1. SHG % MF 0¥ &
INETHTELLIC, A FIZBT2RME~OEREKIZ=>0RKE7 (A
B9 %) MIEEZWNE LW, $B—I2, 74—~ /LRI X 2 Fxim~ofE At s
MARF R BRAKETH ST Z L ThHD, AT, T 7 4+ —~ /LR O RLE 5 Hik
MEH—A M, ZOMBERNEOEEN 2B/, Y= X = EORICE L TE
ATERNE R 3 21TV, RPEZBE L CLE - a[REERH D Z L Th D34, FH =12, FH—
BLOHE OMELIZIZFAFZTH L., BN (BR) FetoFEARE MG KR E L
TA VT4 —<NV&EELERS>TNHZETHD, ZNOOREOERIZIX, BFEHATYS
DIRZ 72 G M O IERFRIERTE & JBITHRGIMEICER L, RE2 TR Tho7Z &b
bo TDX I RHBEORMETRT S ENTEP, 74—~ /LR OE At 5138
WF GO & %RIER 2R - HlklZBE L W ieho e b B2 b b,

JEE SR B 72 R BUR DR & R A A 72 BT, 2D =D ORBEOfRR % B X L= #iT-
BRERMKE T 0 77 A03, FRBUE, SREERS. NGOs OWmRIC I ETEns 2 &Ik
Do ZHNEMORHRX Sy DOIEED Th b, BIERMIZIZ, 4 v REUFIZERE M #E o
HlaCTdh o 72 IRDP 2N Z T, 90 FERAEAN L BERE . FHCBR LMD A 7 4 —~ L7
BB 7 v—7 (SHG) & 7x—~ ek > % SHG B MF v 7 J A
(SHG—Bank Linkage Program: SHG 7'1 277 A) MEEBRAJIZE A I 417235, £ TRELW
MAZE4T 928, SHG 77T APMENT-T 7 MY —F 2 ER L, oD R W&
N7 7L ThDZ ERRMICRD L. 90 BN L ZAUTRRITIER Lz, BE &R
HIBEh A & 2 DFEBLA 1 = X BT AFFROF 4 B HEF 6 FE TITB W TRAES 1L 5 23,
BUFMRHE RN E & L o7 R & L ik, BRFEOERZE(, Fifgm b, Ltko
TR A b IFEBB O, L TEWVIRFRMNEY ARREICBOTERS LT
%L EEbN TS (NABARD 2002), SHG OFREEUTRGEICIEA L, BAE TIE R K
DO MF 7'a 277 hEbETITHRE LT,

I THER L TR E W RIL, TREBIFD R4 72T SHG 7'v 77 AOHEEIZEE G L T

34 7272 L, Burgess and Pande (2005) 38 5202 L= X 912, 1977 FEx 5 1990 £ F TOHRIT
SOEIFBORIEL, NEEOIMFICHBR L2 EZEZA b5,

35 SHG 7’1 77 MEHIE R & R BICB W THERDIRRIE ARG 7 v 79 AL ig k&< R
BN, BHLVESRKE WD DI Tidew, 2626 SHG 7’1 7 J AL -> T, 1970 4
RIITENERE 235 & L& 7' v 7 F 5 TH 5 Small Farmers Development
Agencies(SFDA) & F5Hi 2 - 2357 @#H F3¥ (Marginal Farmers and Agricultural Labor
Agencies: MFAL) 725/ IEAEZ2 28 5 FEfE STz, £ L CHliE 2 5] &k 72 IRDP 23 70 44X
ROBIEED . SOENLEEMIZERESND Z L2720 Th D,
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W5 Z L THD, IRDP O L5 ZefiiBh&ft & OFE TIERW b oo, A4 % Bk @bk R
1% L C NABARD (HEFITY 7 7 A T 2 %4T-> TH Y S ZHEET 2 720128721
AL ST ATBBE RS 208 U CEHE SHG (26 L THiiBh & itia S Tnd, 29 LICBUF D
IABED LD BRBERAE B 2RO DT, AEREO/NMEIZBWTHHT %,

2.2.4.2. SHG %! MF o B HI45%

Z ZC SHG ! MF D AR 22 B M 2 BT BB L Che < 36, FEMIZRaiBliT, 4 =05
6 EDI Y aFtEREFEFEN DN (T ) EICED, 4 EDHHE 6 BT, MR cE
i SN TS SHG 7’0 7T MMIHEEEZ Y TN S B STV 2 HEFHIRES & B3 2
FERORFICAS » CHEEREL L T <,

A v RO SHG 7'v 7T ADOHARMEIE X, 7 4 —~ /VEAT0 D O 72 & — v 2

(B, BTE. RER) ST 7 7B AN o ENE (Frcktt) 29, 17
F+—< e AR 7 —7" (SHG) Z#fk L. = OMREAL CEmERE N & — B X 212k
T5ZET, WE (SHG L el ZHiEd 52 Licd b, LUF Tk SHG Offfkk4
BG4 5 FRBNCFE L . £ OBESFEG HEIZ OV TR AITY 2 & &7 5,

2.2.4.2.1. SHG Db

SHG 1ZEEARRNHIERA « AERROTHEMER S OBEANR TR SN D Z E %, fERRA
X 10 25 20 AT, B THRT DL IITBAEWC/N— M —%28IRTHZ X TE0

(no peer selection) 2371 7' MIBIMT 200 E 2 MNLAHEBRET 5 (self-selection)
SHG X7 #+ —~ /LR & OEG| A BlIET 2 Al H S BS T8 kT 2 Z E RBBHTH
NTWBE, BRFMATER EOEMBH 220 2D T, ZOERTIHA V74—
~IVIRBRERE E AR L TR WEE X bIvd, SHG OfEfEIX, L FD =20 —R(Z5;
Hansd (ZEH 2006), FH IO 14%% HH 5 DN, FEEST0E R 72 & o4t
BEBNER: T 1 7T ABNMEME B & 20 C SHG 2/l 27— 2 (EHEEEET L)
Thd, HFATEED 70%% 5D 20N, EAZ HEET sl TR m@ubigsh 2 5k L
TW5 NGO 728 SHG ZHfk L. 7+ —~/V&RgE & oEfE 2 R+ 57 —2 (NGO #
MIREET L) THHT, 5 ATRIED 16%% HH D503, NGO 234 EER & SHG o ff
N EFTO, & —E 28 NGO 12 L » THbh b 7 —A% (NGO &t e v) Th 5,

2.2.4.2.2. SHG BT 3 4&MEE]
SHG 17l H 50 3mAEKEEENSINT I —T 4 7% Z &0, BHEMNITL
NTW5, 2 TIEmEIrERENMME A SN TEBY ., —A Rs.10 205 Rs.50 #1475 2

36 (2 ReEO SHG 71 277 A0 RISV TIE, Garikipati (2008)<° Swain and Varghese
(2009) b S S A7z,

3 SHG 7’1 7' J AMIBWTEERKE| 2 B7- L T&7= NGO 1%, /1) —% M > MYRADA
T V¥ AX D PRADAN 72 ERNEITF b5,
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ENED BN TWD, BF41E SHG 23 7/ — 74 3% CERBERIC R oM@ a4 1 EITIRE Y A
ENDHZ LTS TND3S, I —F 4 U7 OBHESCITEOFIT SHG Z & ICHHIZRO S Z
EMTE, =T 4 T aRE LEGAESRITE N TE R LG 6 O 72
SHIZZRIT LIRS TV,

SR EHEZ B L CIFE s, AU AA—ICHBIZELET N TE S, Zh
FA v F—Fra—r LTI TS, —FH T, 74—~ /LafiEn 6o ATz s X
H—Fnra—r LS A X —Frr— O EfRIE Rs.5,000~Rs.10,000 ToH 5 DIZxf L
T, =7 AZ—F N — L SHG IZ L HTESFED 4 (5 Th D, FIFRIL, A& —F/nm
—VBHARIT1~2% THLDIZH L, =7 AZ —F o — 3HF]T 14~16%Th 5, 7272
L. ZOFMFRIZSHG ZAT Ly RELTI2% LRFEETHIENTED, TI0LED
IZFIF AN SHG A Vo AN—TYEIZGT bivd, =7 A% —Fa—rOFHEIM, K
%ﬁ%@EiSHGtéﬂ%%t@&%’iof%ﬁéﬂé ZNHITEHERTOEHTH
D08, EERAERIES A SN TV D, LR o> TA U= PMEB RIBITICHE - 72

SAIIREIREZITORL TUIR LR, Z 2 THEER/LEROIX, 74—~ /L4l
OEHIX, MA£4FETIERS SHG AR THLEVWI R THD, Lieh-> T, SHG IFFEN
W BT RAF—F ) — NS D ONERET DR Z R, WiRefz25%15 5 &
T AE—F N —rDENESL T N—TNTHFELTHMDO A R—LDFELEWNT
PEHAT LR —Abd 5 (ZOGEIISUTICREORFEN SND Z LT, T7b
H,—ESHGICEIE LT LE I, 7 4+ —~ VR R FE 2 EmUNIThIL CTWARRY |
SHG W TR ED X 5 e i TV BED T2 O BE L TV, SHG 134t
BRI L > TT T v IRy 7 R TWHEFE x5 (ZHHE 2006),

Z ZE TR TE 72 SHG B! MF Ol EERURHE A IR R BT 2 & | i ATEHE, B L0
Fhlsy & EINA PHERT SN TV D ERRAER EfT & O GL Z#8H L7z MF Th o L5
25, MEBHBNEEMH I, ZNZHEMICHRE LR 6 7 — v /LeRigRE b 0
BN, REPITOIL TV, SHG DIFEINEL 725138, IFEHM T IADRE %, L
kﬂofﬁl?%6I?2&~T»n~/@A%%WML1w FFEEIBIZH & DT
HOEARZEN L. ECIERBRERT 7 B2 & Helk L. %m%@m%rm%ﬁﬁmma
DA LT, 22 SHG B MF O Toh 5,

2.2.4.3. SHG & MF DR

AT, CNETHTEEZSHG 70l I LN ED L ) T 43—~ AZER L T
OB 52 L EENET D,

W2 10 FMIC SHG 7'r 7T A, A & FEMHOHSREHEEZZ(LS /1T LR
R R A2 C& 7= (Table 2-8, Figure 2-1), =7 A X —F )lu—r %% CT\5% SHG
DFUE 2010 - 3 HIFAT 458 HIZH EDH, T THRMEOING LD LB G E <, 2010 4F

38 FIFRITEFERIC L > TR DL DODFER 4~6%TH D,
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FECRRD 53% % 5D, =7 AKX —F i u—rOEEIE 2,726 /& 6,000 /L E—T, B
0 2009 FE (2,267 5 9,000 ) 5 20%HM L7z, #4TIC kD SHG ~DOR&%E

(disbursement of loans) IZATHEE D5 49%HE/N L T 1,834 {& 3,000 /L v —Th 5, SHG
) OFHJFE FEITHEIT Rs.115,820 THI4ED Rs.74,000 /HAI LTS, £72, 2010
D SHG 12 L 2 8R1T M E~OTAEKREEIT 635 (& 8,000 H/LE—TH 5 (Table 2-9), TH
G OEAE RS SHG OB RAMFEEDD 11%MML T 681 I &72o7, HEAFIHFLTND
SRFSEARIC I SRR EAD L RV RE RV 2T 2 D LDOIFFEERITTH D, T D,
fEHAEW. RRB &#i<, 58% MR T~DITE& T, 1 7 /—7" %70 ¥ Rs.9,060 Th
%o RRBDOY =713 20% T, 1 Z/V—75H720 OFHNIRMHEEN S LT Rs.7,714 Th
D AERBEW DY = TIXRMHEED D 14% B LT 22% (1 7/L—7"%7- 0 - Rs. 12,688)
Lo TnA,

Table 2-8 Growth Trends in SBLP

2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

No. of SHGs linked with formal banks 46,148 717360 1,079,091 1618456  2,238565 2,924,973 3625941 4224338 4587178
Of which in sourthern region na. na. na. 938,941 1,214,431 1,522,144 1,861,373 2,283,992 2,421,440
Shre of southern region (percent) na. na. na. 58 54 52 51 55 53
Average dishursed loan per group 2,219 27,005 32,013 32,019 37,574 44,343 46,800 74,000 115,820
Outstanding loans (Rs billion) n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. 124 170 227 273

Source: Srinivasan (2010)

Figure 2-1 No. of SHGs Receiving Loans from Formal Banks

No. of SHGs receiving loans from formal banks
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Table 2-9 Savings of SHGs

No. of SHGs Amount of savings (Rs million) Saving/SHG
Agency 2008 2009 2010 2008 2009 2010 2010
Commercial banks 2,810,750 3,549,509 4,062,822 20,777.3 27,729.9 36,812.7 9,061
Regional rural banks 1,386,838 1,628,588 1,646,059 11,664.9 19,897.5 12,697.7 7,714
Cooperative banks 812,206 643,050 1,108,870 5411.7 7,828.8 14,069.8 12,688
Total 5,009,794 6,121,147 6,817,751 37,853.9 55,456.2 63,580.2 9,326

Source: Srinivasan (2010)

Ty ZZ—F N — &R LTS SHG OIZ OV T, HillizE 3882 T& % (Table
2-10), B DOFIA 1L 2009 427> & 2010 HLE 20T TR L7ed R7ZI252.8% % e 5,
HCERIXFIR) 2.9% E5- LT 10.8% Th 5, ALEkF L OHERESTld SHG O LT
B, BFICEDLZ =T B L TWD, ZO XS g ERIL, B OMNBUF A
SHG 72 7' Z MIFEMICE G L, 7 4+ —~ V&R 5t LT SHG ~O @& 44 <o
TEIEE DT TNDTDTHD EEDILD (Srinivasan 2010), —[FILL EREE 2 F)H L
TWABMEDE LRI TEL > TAH Z ERHE SN TND,

SHG 7 7 kU —F (2B 2 HuldkE X, S SICHINMET D2 & TEOEEBNEERY &
2%, TV RIZTT7T v 2 h SHG OET 29%., FE DS T 39%% b5, SHG D%k
WZOWTIX, TV RIZ 7772l TRER =7 2 5050 EIZ, #I0 -
Rl (12%), TR TAMN (9%). =T =2 BT (%), U v I (T%) 7o
TW5, FEREICONTIE, RIUKIEICZ v - F Ry (14%), Vo NTTFT v a
M (6%), At —2HM (6%). AV v¥M (5%) THD, FHIEEEIIRETT K
7777 v 2D Rs.79,000 T, HIEAE T Y v 7 — MM T Rs.30,000 LL FTH 5,

Table 2-10 The Number of SHGs with Outstanding Loans

SHGs with o/s loans 2007 2008 2009 2010
Groups percent Groups percent Groups percent Groups percent

Northern region 182,018 6.2 134,783 37 166,511 3.9 158,829 35
Northeastern region 91,754 31 103,424 2.9 117,812 2.8 85,276 1.9
Eastern region 525,881 18.0 753,048 20.8 933,489 221 985,094 21.5
Central region 332,729 11.4 326,763 9.0 332,116 7.9 497,340 10.8
Western region 270,447 9.2 446,550 12.3 393,499 9.3 439,199 9.6
Southern region 1522144 520 1,861,373 51.3 2,280,911 540 2,421,440 52.8
All regions 2,924,973 100 3,625,941 100 4,224,338 100 4,587,178 100

Source: Srinivasan (2010)

ZIZETHTEREL DI, SHG v/ Ak SHG Of#EECHEI SN D (BRE~D)
T M) —FOERR, AL NSRS O A B DRI ER Y — B X DL,
DZRIZOVWTEWEREEZZET TWD EE x5, £z, BFEL T 17T ABALIK 95%
U bEZffoTWD L SN TV AS (NABARD 2000), Z 0 X 9 7l B IX FRE I AT O
EHMRZ BIE L L7 IRDP OKRME L% & X 0 BAfEIZ72 5, SHG A MF (%, HERAT
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BEEIC S OB Z B U TENFHE2 70 7T A~ AL, BEARIEHE X 0
GL T & o TR OIERIFRIERTE & ZRRBITREIE A R L, 7+ —~ /e o 50
TS EIT B BB R BT 5 2 SIS LTV AD TR L IS 2
BNTNWD, 2720, BTN Z L 922D L 57 GL DA =X LN EBIC 7 N — T NER
THELTVWDIONIT T v I Ry 7 Ao TEY | ZOREEEIZE &0 LTS5
FIXFEAERVORFEETH D, F 4 BURIIHA VK- F—7 M THBIE L
T—=BEHEIC, TN —TNEOEEESY A B =X ZCH HARBREIE GEERAERIE) o
BReZ oM L. BWREIRBENROF WA RGET 5, BEICIE. 2D OakiRE b &I
SHG ! MF 234 94HE L TV D L3RR A =X LA THIEELCEBY, SHG 7r />
LaEFHRUICTHIT 5 Z LIXTERVWE WS FERETREZLVIZT D,

2.3. /IR

REETIEA ¥ FIZRT 5 EA RSO LR Z US> ORMRIZ Ky L T8l L T& /-,

F—OREREGIILL T O X D ICEK S D, %I TEHEME R HIRER (1930 FR) 2> HAlsT
(1947 /) FTIE. B2 EME LR EZ LIRS SIEL, BAFE 2 LT
WTEZ ER, B R THE SN TV, 20X ) R EEIREREE Z IR T A - IR
HIBURFIIER % e BUOR 24T HH L72y, ENHRINTIRT 28R & 2o 7c, BAERIZIH W T
EEFIE LS WS 2 252 L TR Y . BURY R & bE#ERBRICH 7272, 7
D BUREEDOIEHATRE N MBI - 12 Z L BRSNS,

MSEEDD 1969 B FE TIE, 74—~ /L L L TERERDO T LBV AREE -T2
M, T TOEFEEE & L CORIGHEEN, 1LY HOtOBAEMA 1#F 7= HIC X - TR
INTHEY, ARFFH~OERAZ2E[Y — XA DOILFITER S LTIV,

ZDH%A v ROBRMBRELIZ L o TRE Aok & e o 7o EHERGESITOEA N,
1969 FFIZET SN D, KR E L TEMNGMTHOTERZBNFETHOLIGMNELEZ—RT 2
L AW ERE A BT 72 RBI S EA(LERIT 408 U TR~ Aiia 2 £ L7z, =
ICHEERERKII S o® D, FI1E 1970 FIK EARIT~ LB SR TR BUR ©
HD, HIE, 1980 4EIC2E R L7z IRDP Th 5, Mi# OESKAGHEIZARE 2550 5 =
L LD, AIEDRARASOZEFL A B LT 52 LT, AREEEIREE AL TN
EWNERINCEIE SN —FH T, BFIEZIZX—FT 4 v VIR L BRFE O AR UEEICE
BTCERDPoLIET TR, B L7 4 —~ LB o A2 B (b S ¥72, 1990
FERIZAY B E RO EZZT T, BINORBRERREIND Z & &oTz, 1969 4
OEA S Z 04 H B bEAORERT (1991 4) £ THRE _ORRKSTH D,

1991 FLIE ORI A BbofiiuL, BHEEHBOEK CRAMSRTHICRE R8s 5.2
7oo Flo BB, BEBMA~OE M BEOBEMMN 2 N e EOWELZBET, 74—~
JVARIERI O B AR ARICWE Lz, L LARRS, TORIEY & L CTHATAICERE| %

44



AP E < FIZEPED IR W EBATE ~OE UG 2D L, R 2GS EFFo( v 7+ —~ b
CRIPFHMMEHE LD TH D, ZARFHE ORI ORETH 2,

IR AT T D4 0 7 A=~ /VEBROBRFTHICB T A EAZKTIEL72HIC, AR
B MF 7'a 72 L% FETT 5 2 & 2RI L, BARE9IZIE SHG M s BB 7 v —
TSR S A, ERFRAERIE O F T GL MR Sz, T IO NEMORFRXS ThH D,
SHG 71 7 LaxtG b Lic A — 7 RER « EMESHTIE, — IV > TEFAE~O T
VRN —FEEMT 7B AOSEEICEM LI E LTWD, BE R AT XA DOE 4
HLIBETITON DA, SHG 711 77 275 IRDP & I3RS, 7 4 —~ /L& RikkEI o A i
PE T RA & — EADIFICRD LIz Z b IBREOa 2R GELND &
IATHA A, TP REDRINIIRARTE —OREIKTHRIETH D,

KEOH _OREE LT, A FEMNEGRMTTGOBERRHZIFRL &z, 22716
B S22 > 72 SHG B MF OFEAZE L LEZBERIZLL FO=>TH 5 : (DFREHFD
I NG 2 BE S BB ARAEE . (Y 71 v v T ¢ TR R o 72 A il S o B
DOFRE, Q)7 A —~NVEEEE DR v F U —2 O, (DOEEIL, % ER#ER S
BAEE T, &l B b2 LD 72 BT & 2 BB OE A & v ) BEICR LT
B O ABZRIIBRESIND Z LR o SRS N TRWEWHI Z L ThDH, B
R 72 R DG L S D IRDP TX z, 1999 4E(2 SGSY & 44 Fi % 28 2 7847 LigilT C
Wb, SHG 7’1 7' Z ARZ OIS 7 4 —~ /LR & s £ T, BURF S EmAY
uﬂlbf%éﬁi%u%ﬂﬁﬁ Z DO ADIESPEL 1 HRERTA B < B SRR AR AT

IR B o 7 & b s, b 94 LEEINCHAT 5 &, @EOmE 72 A (IRDP)
LI N (Rl O B Hk) (SRR 2 R A B E 2 T, 1992 I E i L 72 H s
FHZ &% SHG 7'v 7T Ak, RO K57 THER] Frigafio, T7hbb, B O
T2 ARFIZIZBOR IO AN & FERRIIZA T, Z D41 GLIC L 2 BERAEHIE & ) 2
NE=ARRT VA L ERAT DL TRIENA 2T 4 7 &2IERA L, BUFOME % Kk/IME
L7z ¢ SHG OME R 2 R L 2 &0 EE 2 X7, @I, A v 7 +—~
VATESEME LT 2 L 2% T, BERRICL oK #UIRA e T 4 TG EREEL
T ARSI TR R, RIS 2T CE RV VWO EEaNIEE SN2 L TH D,
BYLLARAUTTToaDl T I TN ERMICHS ORI EZ RIRL 5 5 Z & MG &
L CREB NGO Z LT A v FEUFIZ SHG B! MF O RIZEY TN TEXZDT
5D, BN, 1902 FDEREWM DRI HIAE - T, 1970 F80 5 1990 4 F TOHITHE
FEORSC, IRDP %18 U7 B MBI L » T, HENIEEIC L 520 0BRSS HANED K AN
VIO RRITH ST L DD) T —v VBRSO R Y N — I PFEL TN &L TH

5o THNEFMT S &T, PREFHEL SHG &9 Kl CHfk S - s v—7n 7
F = NVHUT~OHERFIZB T 2BE I HHEZ D S5 2N TE LRI ND,

39 FEMRVI72BE 5- 01 & L CiE, SHG ORI OB HiBL 4 % i 59~ 2 s o il 8 i) FE % £
LCWBENH D,
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BIE FAEHUIR & FE KT

AEOHMWIL, EFICL > T BEEDO T — & 2F|H L <, gz BIT 25
HREREEDORELIMER & 20BN EH LN T A ETHD, £9THILT, &F 4
BLEO I 7 nitEREFE T FEZ AW o 28T 27200 m a2 HEIZT 5 L0 D
BN ®H L, AETHOONDLGT =X OHFTIERE LT T o5 5, FH—I%, 2008 4 &
2011 AT LN E M ZEZ 72 SHG SN ~DO A Th 540, EHZEIL SHG 2N+
B RO (Z0) R R 2 Kt O afEr 2 R a it & 5 & 5 #8RIZ L % Living Standards
Measurement Study (LSMS) T/ 5 4172 modules 2 _— R L3 B, EEMERZ LIZ D
DOTHHY, B, 2008 FICEM S NFHENEIC BT 5 EHE, MEkE (2R &
T HWREE - HEH) ., minHE~OH SR FHETH D,

3.1 FREHMuROERRIFR — BRI & B3 - B OB

FAEMEL S —F ZINALHEICALE S 2 U v RIREGR AL Z >« 37 U —4f (Sulthan
Bathery Gram Panchayat) ([ZE 35 —8% Ch 5 (Figure 3-1, 3-2), 1> FTiE, LI
UNFATBUX ] & R TR BN O TR+ 2 —8% & L TORMIR R L 2L < Kl
BRI S ZOFNIRN RV, RFHEEEIL, AF > - N7 J—f (Gram panchayat) |2
AL UJRPHIZ 2 — 0 ) o 272 EE RS OHRMTH £, HBERICHAEHINTZEE TH D

(Figure 3-2 ORHRESY) . L2 L, £ OHuEIX Chetalayam & Chenad & FEIEIL 2B % D
TEHIX (ward) IZJBLTWAH7ZH, Br¥ R« F—F° SHG (T 5 IEME R LT —
ZINFE LRV, £ 2°C, YEHUICERET 2Kt o2 5Gia (222 #H) 498 L7z,
DL D I EHMEIATEIX L, 2002 4EIZ S & 1X Chetalayam & L TOEDTHH7=Z D
[X73 Chetalayam & Chenad (277 S i7- 2 S HiEKT 5,

40 20054-8 A £ 200842 HIZ HEH X7 —7 Z7IND SHG 7' 7 7' Z 2 (Kudumbashree: KDS)
BT B EITV, TNEBEE 2T 2008 4= 8 AD 10 H OAFRA & i L7=, 2005 D7
BCTHEMET 4 VX F X2 T T MZH D KDS A CTOME Y fiEEZITo72, 2. T 4N
FU BTG AN ST ~EHT 1R N T-F T4 XA Z23M L. EHEHEZ T LE L
727 F—~ V&R~ SHG . MF O ERik i oW TA v X Ea—% LTz, 2D O
FAZOWTIHEE (2007) I D HNTWND,

1 2 ZTE)ARNREFHOER L X, FEHLR O SHG 2N3#E O REN 7 JRE S, 2,
Tl RTIGICRIT 2B DERE (> 7 +—~< /UG G| &5 AQHIZE L Cid 2007 40
Va—nTr—2%Et), 407+~ EHEBGIHEGARMIZES *y N — 7 /&I
HIEHRERT, 202 bRy NU—IHEICET 5T — X DA 2011 FICE S -, BRZED
TWA 2 Eh G, ERHFIEICOW T, FFIC Margaret and Glewwe (2000) %252 L7-,
2 2 R OT — ZITEAMEDFEIITICIH 21551 EDEMES L FFo TWieholoizd, R
ERTYHUTNNNLEA LT, Lo 2MHIT S &b LA S IIRIOEFITEELT
WZEMRE T, AERICBEL TE LW IREN D D, HERSTILSHG 7'r 27 7 ADH
RO TERMEMICLSIL TWARVWIRTH - 72,
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Figure 3-1 Map of the State of Kerala, Wayanad District, and Sulthan Bathery BP

Sulthan Bathery BP

Wayanad
district

WAYANAD

KANNUR

Kerala

. TamiL
“S_mw NADU N

! h e e f O il
HIALAPPURAM /

Source: Official Website of Kerala and Wayanad District

Figure 3-2 The Survey Area and Administrative Boundary To Mysore

(‘ . districtin
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|  the state of
Chetalayam : Wildlife Survey Areal

Karnataka

\: Sanctuary |
Chenad \: O :
I
| &
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I
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Source: Author
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Table 3-1 Area and Population by the Administrative Boundaries

. . . Area HHs Population  Density No. of ABs in
Administrative Boundaries
(km2) @ (km2 /(1)) lower level
Wayanad district 2,131 na. 780,619 366 3BP
Sulthan Bathery BP 762 64,457 249,695 328 8GP
Sulthan Bathery GP n.a. 12,081 n.a. n.a. 22ward
Survey Area n.a. 222 886 n.a. -

Source: GOK (2006)

Notes: BP and GP means Block Panchayat and Gram Panchayat respectively. No. of ABs means the
number of administrative boundaries that a certain AB includes.

LIF T, REAE OSLEE®RE LT, MRS E B - BN OMILIZ W TEERIC
LT <,

U RIS 2,181 5 km, A 78 77 (2001 4t R) ZFEL, 1980 4 11 A
\Za—3—a— K (Kozhikode) & 51> X— b (kannur) B 6558 L CRE I - b
B LW T % (Table 3-1), P40 — Y [UARIZHE Y £ < X 9 ITIL2 D BHUTER A L < |
W 700~2,100m & LAY HICALE LT D, PAERKEIX 2,322 2 U TZDIEZE A
EiX 7 H—10 HOFFEIZEFR LTS (GOK 2006), VY7 KL 3 2ORE (Block
Panchayat) IZ X > THE SV TERY  ALEE A F—F N E & v - F B oI
HDOWANHE e XTY—BP THD, ZZI2lE 8 DOFf (Gram Panchayat) 723& 4L,
ANZ o 3T U —GP 1L BP OHLICALES 5, V) RROBERNIALES 57 —F TN
B3 OHT Y 1y RbALER DNV F—F T~ A Y — VR ETHRIT TN [EiE 212 &
# (National Highway 212) 7%, fRFRLMOKEARE LTI ORZRRT LT\ 5, ZOHl
BUCIZ I N T —=Z HINRZ b - F R NS OBERNE L | EER LT BRI I
ENTEFEMRT 7 ET TR AT B A E D G SN A E# D,

FHERTRIZ AL Z > o XT U —OHULER S 15km (& EOHEECH Y . [EiE 212 S0
AL LT RE IS Dy ANVH 2 s XNT U —FOHLED D 3km 1E
na &, BUFHREEDORENR (Wayanad Wildlife Sanctuary; ¥ ffs 344km2) NEE &AW
O, BUORE D L) ICHREEREZTRY HA TS (Figure 3-2), {REMICITH LI,
BEOE (T4 T AV VT XU 8T8 BHET LD, ¥
— LS COBENIHIR SN D ((RERNICEET 2 HEESERIIFIN) . KR E L TAIKR
W OEEA AR+ CTh D I & & BHMIETIIRICAD LIV —TE2RATHI1ELE
DEBRBIZRON TS0, % T TOANRRBBEEDORNEDOTHSD Z LN
TIN5,

48 LT, TREAEICERT 2 KM - BEIERIIILL T XL 22 b 0 H 5, FTIEREH
Hig e LTHEN 2D, TAIZN 1D, B A—FER2oH 5B, F-, REMELE LT 185
PLEDRRANBMEIC X > TR SN 2 H4EM GEBOER-CERE, AR OEREZ1T5)., %
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FAEARVE T SHG 71 77 L (KDS) AAA X — bk L72DI% 2001 4 Th 5, SHAHIT 221
A (220 47 . # SHG % 18 TH D44, Lo T, PHEHNE TIIRFEHN KDS 125
MLTWDZ L7254, KDS 12K 5 SHG O/MFEIZOWTZEDORfEEZFEH L T &,

Z O M T 1999 HEHIC KDS 72 6 O T72 THARRAL O Wl 238 b S 4172, SHG O#Afk(kIC
EF{L%H 3 5 DiEL Gram Panchayat president, District Mission Coordinator. KDS
district chief manager Tdb 575, EHFHAF & COMMAL ALY L72DIT KDS =2 —7 «

— X — EMEIN D AN & YR — 1 C SHG % 1EE L TV /= Sreyas & FEIXILS NGO
Thbd, KDS a—7 4 x—& —%, HEFEIEET 26 00H 5 KDS 238 L<JEM
LI ANThD, ZOHYEE L NGO A ¥ v 7 NEF i 2750 Loy b AR L2 D
2007 FITITHEMNBE R D GP ~OBEENTE T LD Th 546, Z 2 THEENLEROD
3. MR L & A BINEOSMEERFZPRERERETIZEFRFFICTONIZ L0 ) S Th
%o FHEFTIENERTIX 2001 2 RZEEHANTIC KDS O 23 AL CTHME S v, £ ORRIC
BRI T O T MIBMT 0 L WhOERERE[To72, KDS 2 —F 43— X —=
NGO 2% v 7| 3HANT, MBERICITEET 2 A& DS A o 3— 70 % X 54 SHG DOffk
{LZFHE L, 2008 U A M E2EK Lz, H5I3Z0FEE U 2 a2 b LICEFit2HED T,
INRED R —T ¢ v T EATED TV, FFFFOSMEBFZR 2l L Sk 2 )
TWo 72, SHG #FEROHKFHEEE S KDS =2 —7 4 x1—4%—, NGO A% v 7 ~OHEZH Y
P LAUT, ML AT O BRIC, BED VN — T 20 b O BRI ST 71—
FIHEACTIBATH L WD Z &3, A FEHERDSTEDICHRDRY 7 o & LITH
TREZEl > TNV, LR -oT, I 7 a s T h~0) 70— MEfE) SR
SNAHDIL, FHEAE TIZ SHG O EIZES L CRIKEZE4E (simultaneous recruitment)
23 2001 FFIZ B ZHRIAITONTZEBEZ D ENARETHH L NI ZETHDHY, 7L

ICONEDHDHNERD PTA R ERD D, 25 OMEITHIX (ward) HAZTlEZe < AR %
%%&Té%‘%nﬁ TOME B2 THEMR SN TEY | 2O HUBE TI3M B O KBRS FTE L
TW5h, I LEEENSL, UEZHEEZOESDOERE L TR TGN REBRENL 5,

4 SHG 7’1 7' 7 JMIBIMTE H01% 1 NS 1 A2 Th DA, dia il <1 1 iHEn s 2
ABIMLUTWAEHN 1 FETEELE, 270, 2o - NEBFTRIZBEI —T 1 v 71
ZMLTWEH DD, SHG NOEBEENZITE<EE L TWahoTz, LEEn-> T, &G
BT EEMITIE. ZOFEFHNL 1 ALDLSIML TV RWEREL, £253# 220 AL LT
fToTW\5,

%%ﬁbtiézzszﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁki ITEHXEIZ L > TERSIND ward (HIX) &%,
BRSERIZIL TS Z &I im%%r%%

6 ELWZ EIIBIRTEN, ZZTEALTWS IGPIZEGIND] EWHZ Lid, A1 v F—
Fra—rEFHT A0 ;%%HT%hfwéémﬂﬁ TS ML —= S ERKT L
WHZEERFEETH D,

47 RIS L KDS o —F 4 % —F — NGO 2% v 7 L\ 9 SHG O##bE2#H > 2L DT
XHAMITRONTEY | MKt & ZORRE 2 R&QIRET H I —T 1 > 7 %4 SHG TlRKFIC
179 Z LI RABETH o7z, ZOFMMALIBEEZ R ILT o ¥ 223 Lz & TR LTV D3,
ZOERIZEBWOGHEEZETDDEFHELWE ZATH D, ERICITHBEAIZITEWT L—T I GJE
VHAER LTV o 72 AR A KA DWA T A — TN E R L TS = REMER b A Z L 25
D7V, LIz - T, rigorous 72 B TO SHG f LD # A I o ZIIINAERNRIZTE 2B H
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W2 EIERBISTHIAE N D, ZOEENE 6 ZEDA XN T NI BT B HEFHERES O B
LA,

3.2. FAEMIRIZET 5 REFEEE & ERROH]BE O SR REBR

IR Tl RETLAEDTLRFER 04T « 7 gt &0 OB A TRD 72012, FERNE
2B T D RS O LRI OWTHEHEIS 2, FRCAREG | OERE & 2 2 it
T % ECHEE A, BEEE, TEIET. 127 4 —~ Ut E SRR E O BIZ OV TR
W1 ZAT 5 48,

3.2.1. 1940 FARMTLLH

1900 FARICTAERE & EDEBIZB N T, KA —A MIMETLHVYFH L - Fxy
7 4 (wayanadan chetty : L FHZTF = v T 4 £95%) 7 —F 4 U—3— (Adivasies)
EREIN A EERDEFEEZRB L, 7T—T 4 V——0OFZi3/3=F (Paniya), 7 7~

(Kurama), A—7 VU (Oorali), 7> kv 7F A7 (Kattunaikka), 71 v (Naikka)
RN DEIEN G EI, NV BRRROAI 22T 4 Thoiz, 1930 FARLIRE O R HE
BUFIC L DB RBORICH EOWT, MEIO F I AN a—Aea—FrinbE < O N 13
BEERD~EBELTE, 2055, ANE L « AT V=AU TEFRTLZLERD
DiE, 77—/ (Nair), f —7 U (Ezhava), 7~ /37 L +F = v 7 1 (Pappadam chetty)
74 v a~v B~ (Viswakarma), 7% (Pulaya) &MEINH—RX FMEMTH-T-,
SO VA=BLSTIEZ VAT ¥ LAY ABBEZIT - TE 29, T OHEENT
IRIKIEFOREE (—FAF) BEERRFIEHTHY . HBHIRBEIFEETH oD R3E
APEITE LR o7, HREottatiE s LT, 2 U R (Kollis) & W5 IR 1A

52 LD, 1272 L, HERTENE TR TO SHG B oML T35 £ T, JeicH
SN SHG XX —T 4 7 &BTH2Z L IXFFENTW o 72d T, ISHG OIEEIB 1A
D) RIS AR FIEME CIIFRRERICEf SN B XD Z EIIARAARTIEH RV EBbd
8 LUFOHNEEIC, REMNEICBIT A 0EF., Mg, shE~DAf 2 ea—Zb &5,
94 2 ROH—A MHBEEITRZE., R2BESX FFETN—T~DF N, R EEZHETDHHLOTH
D B HE IR E LT DI B D DR CIIR ISR S FRIFT D, LT2AS o Tl sk
TH, TNZENOHSEM EBENBEARAIDICHE T bR TW i, hI AR vra—La—F
UMBIA L TERZ NS OEBEER OFHRIZOW T, 7r—F TMEERO I — X MMl L&
DOECUTFTCHBEICHIHLTEBIZ Y, y—7 7MCBIT A0 — A MHE L FNEFNOREIL, T
VT=F 4 )T T T I (B E) ATEAIC, —Yvr (ERR BAL HE), g v
2T H~ (EWFE, BT, aLRE), ZVAF v - AU L (AN OIETHR SIS
(777 (savarna) | &A—F7 U (azaf v YL, W&, Vi F&¥r - Foov7 0 (B
¥). 7Y (BEEE). ek (BEFEE) LIRS 6D TMIA—A N [T 771
J (avarna) | {27515 (Franke and Chasin 1989), £ —F VL T#e< 7V 7 LT D4
P 1L, AR EHENOCHERICE LD b TE 7, LivL, 20 #idICAY I— R 5]
FFEEFN DN AN 0 IREBICHERB A N ED SN TE 2 BETIE I — A Mo b & S< EHEH
7RI EEHE LD TV D OO, BENREIMEIKWE ETHD (Surendran 2002),
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HELFALTCWETF 2T A NT —F 4 V= — % BN E L LTEMTSZ LT,
—FON I =7 T4 T MERBER SN TV, BEMICE, FoovT 07 —TF
S4 T—v—DMIZT Y -y by (valll kettu : ¥V V) Lo R"T7 2 « F o7 g
(kambalam natti : BFR /N7 V) EREIN S FEEO HEEE ) FHEIEITHNFE LT
DThDH, VU EiE, BRAELREFBHFMCTRAOND A 7+ —~ Lot RIS E 4
2B TH D, T—F 4 V= —I T P, BEEO AR L FEE DI,
FHEEM, FROEGHR Ee B @E2iT-o TR0, 4L L THED %2 B
TEINTWE, —FT, Yo (Visu) 0LFEEND 4 HOREEREASCA—T A
(Onam : JtH) IZBWT, BEHETHLT = v T 4 BOE (sadya) L, 7—T 4 U
— =k, KR, FER - BEREERET LI EBEE ThHoT, SHIZ, U v
2/ 57 v F /L (uchhal : 2 ADINHER) £ T, BEFBE & COFHE~MEEEAFELR
T2 Z EMRREBRONL— L EIRo T, £, BT b X HICERE IR T
11O 23 E U<, (BRBROTREHEL RN DELE B LEMDT, £H PO L ON
BAEEICHF Lz, 22 L 2 HENE SR DT = v T 4 ZEEFBE (T—T 4V —3—)
DY —F—Zx U CTRERAG L, REE~OHBFGIELIKET H0LERH o7, DX
T, WEMEICBT 2 H5EIEITIZ. EA IS L M5 & EEEE I L5800 8
FHE &\ D BIERY 72 S I BMRASERNL L TR Y . ZOREHSICAHMEDH D Z & 3bnrd,
Menon (1962) 137 —7 Z M TIL B E NI Z DL 5 e @igrr2m 7 7 (FR2ALE)
TOBBEBGHRRIE &kttt U<, AR (paternalistic) | 723k y - 754 7 v MR T
BT LR TUVN 55,

3.2.2. 1940 FR¥ETH 5 1960 FHRH¥EIT

1940 TN D 1950 FFRPIEHE T, A F U ARERMBUFIC X 5 BHIEIR D < Z /83—
VT DRIBIC A D F THIT S 40, ZIVE TEERN TH - LB O 2R - B S
IFEL LG D 2 L e polz, RBEENREDST-OIIHSEBORTH Y | B EAR
P (ex-serviceman colony scheme) & FEiiH 6 OB RIREEBOR O—ER & L TR
DHELED Hivz, TN, T 1 (patt) EWRHIN D BHIFTAEHESHIEL S, 3 FH
Mt L CRHE L 7o R LD FARPIT A HEAKGR & T 25 25 iR S 7z, Bt TR 1 D3
ITENTVRNETORM (FELTF =T A BRAEL TV & BRHRA R LIR2A

50 fr—F FMNTHWHILDE (Malayalam Month) FicHIZH7-5 H, VishuldHho 227 U v
BT Y% ZEKT 5, 7L, BUES— 7 ZINTARZILH & L TRO LA TWVS DX
Onam (9 HHH) Th o,

51 X 5|2, Menon (FEEHNE T D X 9 \ZEHR NHIASHE & A AFRBh I BE SRR S U729 5l
X, Z O CHEENC R T B B AR b OBEER A [B)EE 5 72 12, MIEBRRYISITEE L7 #PH ©
EMNEEN 2 T D LEBMER D > T2 2 KT TV 5,

52 (1) 5 =—H—0OKHEE 2 =—F—OMER, & 5N H(Q2) 10 =— I —DOMIfEMS ERRE LT
E D LIV,
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#8225 BEHURAA LT A HE O HEICBT D & RN Shv, BUFIRA ORI E 7o, =
O OREMA, B RIERKEOBEEN (FIZF—VL) CHEBNLOBR (21—
FU) ~EVYTHNT, Ty T 4 ORMRABEIINEIME L2 00, EEARLIK
SRR TEIHEL LTOT —T 4 T —— L O SRFRRICZELIZAE T T, 1960
FERIZA- TS HRER] FEETIIRSFE ST 2L LD,

29 LB L M2 —I2 LT, 1930 FERMN B IR E > TWTZFEN S OB RIE AN E
— 7 %Mz 5, BETH - MEBELRICH D N2 THD LAERFERE BALIThs 2 &
NEL ., RBDOBELTHD ANE L« RXT ) ——HTIE, SUEBIRE DI W RIS D&
DT L CRE L7272, WEBICHEMNENS THLROBER L 232 =7 4 B
RENDZ L Eirolz, o, ML OBRMAIL, BRSO A7 & 32 OER
BRICHEELE G2 0hD T, A4 X ) AERMEBEUFIC L 28 RECRICIT B EDIZ NI,
BIEERE SO b E T Ve, BIRIICIE, BEF SIS0 2,000 L E—D4
Bianfithand & &bz, ZHEEEMOIERREBLINM, ZTO), ZHETOR
A 72K H IR b » THREIEM OEM PR EBICHEZHE L T A o7z, F—
YLZIFILOLETIBEFITEMTORERNICHEBEL BT, HETHOHLTREL
ITHOZENRRETH T, LTEB->T, HONEMBKELBE LU CTREIISBATLHILETY
BRENEN L, A=Y, FzvT 4, TT7%, T—T 4T —bEBERBELL
TEATD LI oT2, LNLARRG, TURH L RT i EOFBRAITFEIE T,
BRI 72 S BIEIT b AR S e h o7z,

— T, Ty T 410 &> TR OEEGRIC X 2 B 5G OKE L FEH NS OF
72 EAT A —A MEF (Pulaya ZBr<) OWAIL, B O OSMEEORELZ G SR L,
BME LT Tl 2 ERREIREA BT 5 — . 2O A0 D, 3~4 FENSIEFE THHEE
ENDIE, PigkE TR TOREEELTITH 7 —F 1 v/ = (koodippani) &IFEIN 5%
B BRI N R E 5T,

3.2.3. 1960 ER¥1XH 5 1980 A%

1960 FAAIFHN DR 2 (ZHEA T E TS EM ~ DR E I, 1970 FAEIZLUE O ED ks
FEEZ T TRy NN— D Uy —RELED T ALY Z 0 OEMERED KIFIC
ML, #lo, ooy —#HEEEsEEL L TE oM EE ORI T OARE -
THRFENBHICEET D2 & &7 b, 1980 FRUICAD & A v B S V% 7 % )
DIZE FLTWz TRk Fdn ) OWRr—7 FMETHLHFE TE o, MERMBUFEEE T
DI Riodi & MHEN D 2 P % — D @l SR DO BHZE ISR L L, A PEMEDS KIE I

53 Z D & X MBI X D HE A A WHIEEIZFE L2 b O DIRIEREL L TR Y . FaifilN
AIZxT 2 BROARTENERE I Nz, % THRD LI FEodda) DL, SERSI 2@ LT
Ty T LD EMBREGOEE A L,

54 Z)L K e T ) —DBINE (president) ~DRH X B &S LT, @E OFES X5
EHED DORFIAR—=ZAEFH Lz a2 — e — #5217 9 LOTEEENMThbh Tzt v,
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WEINTDOTHD, Vo yy—Offits LA & AEFEMR L& W B2 RIC, BRNE
FEOFHRHEIRE LT85, D0 Vv —AREDRRY) T3 < FEERH & O B 138 HiffiER
FICEE D BEFBE AW T720I12, A 7 +—~/LRRrE - EAMEEZERK L. 1960 F4R
BHAIX TN EFEEE T OEHAER (PACS) & LTHER SN, THITHEMEICRT
HHHTDT —< )V OHAE Th -T2, FDHZ 5 LT-EMAEW IRDP 12X 5
EFHORI R COE MM G L L CHEERER A 72 Lk, F 2 ETHALZ®@Y
Thbd, — KT, ko) OBRBITMTHGEDOHIBESNIZHDOTIER, AR
FEVEE T A U R EES P O BTN 2. T, 1980 FRLARE, FRAA S CIIMik g I 23
WASHIED, 2 ADOEFERIIRBOICHM L, E0bFUYFEy - FovT 4 &—
HOA—Z T PR L2 Uik, — 8 EF I TG 208 Uz
LR LD, BHBUEOIIRIZBETBFEOWMAZF SR L, fHENICEEEED
J& BiFlcoke RN ote, ZOX D RREMEOEBEZ ST, BHRORIEEETO NEEH)
TEEATIIER 2T D2 L Led, 1980 FRENITIET —T 4 UV — v — i 2 —E Wik
JEAL., BEZEHEL L COEREZRET IV VHIEZ, EEAEEEZH L TEEXHLW
W RN — L 7o oz, L L7eRG, IRELCTF v T 0T —T 4V —
DM THBEIBFE TN D Z L NE L BERBISCHEFEOHER 72 & OEEIXIEMED
WZERFE L T, BT 2O WTIE, BEATIH T 2048 & L COMRA AR 2D |
LR BIRTORZHIE &\ D ZENT, WSR2 oA LOHBTERNTH
D0 —=T 4 y_=IIRESNIED T, ZORIEIFBEICEL FTTMHPNTND, &5
2. ZDOZAMLT—F T, @A —A b ARSI ERIR D & ORI TS A v
T4 (ottl) &PEEN D RHIHEHE OB R Z 1 9 H5| (usufructuary mortgage) 234EFEi
7= (NILE 1998), @% ., 29 Lz @iz ik & 3 5EHBENIE, Bfe0gE 3 Thid
AT EREDITONIRNE A FITOITDHZENTED (BEM 2005, p.141), A4 v 7 11
RIE DX A TSI, B LENIRE S5 £ CRMASHEILEMES 3k L TREF
THZI LIRS, ZOLE, FEOF BN EHAEHEOITHEIZ X > THEMZ ST
T EN RS TH Y (BEH 2005, p.141), v T 4 TH, BEHIM O 5 FER (&
KI12FF TIERATRE) 1. FHETEARI T L L CTEEFRICRET S, 72720, > 7
A1 2 DD T AR R AR & T D E G & 1T, B 5MEE LT\ D, H—IZ,
EEOETF LETNEEH T, AIERT—Y LR EDEMI—A b, BHII =YD
FRERBEE WD F—ANKFE LR L TWe, BT, 4y 7T« TIHEHARMED S OF T
INAD—E 2 EHEE G522 EBNIBEHIE 2> TNDHOTHL (NILH 1998) 56,

5 DU —IZROHT, a—b—, Xy = NS FEFHOREKE & LFIEE v
TR EEYE B ERE . LT 2 Lt/ b, 2 OIS [ — B3 1C 2 R I 5 0 242
Ve & EfH4 B E1E (intercropping) N EFRE 72D,

56 HHTO/MEIIRYAEICL ES< L, 20X RBEMTObN I EREZEHEHT L ELLTFD L
T2 D, HEEHE TITEMOFLE A #I3E L CHLrEERIRIZERICHE 2 AEICH D &
W) OREEIESRE L THFEET D FRCHEESRST = v 7 4 200, 20X 5 7 B
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3.2.4. 1990 ERENED LB

1990 4EfRICA D . BEPEMME O ERIZe— 27 202 5 2 L LD, HEEEO TEEY
DOEDTH Dy —ZHFN &L, 1993 4£0 37.69Rs/kg 7> HEIKIC EH Lk, 1996
FE121% 83.75Rs/kg, #1997 4E(21% 173.40Rs/kg & 2 LA BicBkRa Ed~7=, =9 L7-4F
FTBEBRZICEIDEEEZHE L, o~ Do Py — RNFF, TLhF oYl
GANEM ~DEEAE « FREYERA 2 E TULRICHEEATS, EREEWATRR OB 35 o &
LHHL BT, 1980 412 Rs.50 (&PEiX Rs.30) Th - 7-4 HEAIT 1997 4E1213 Rs.125
(&MET Rs.80) {549 L7~ (Nair et al. 2007), L2>L. {E#ffik&o 713 1990 H11%
YT EA DN ZTLE Y, EFEa—t— (a7 2ZFH) 28 1997 4 65.18Rs/kg % t°
— ZIZF% LIA%, 2002 4E121% 28.12Rs/kg & B — 7 D 40%I1F EDKAEL 72 o7, Ly
SR— DR B LT, 1999 4D 215.00Rs/kg & E— 7 1T 2002 4F121% 88.32Rs/kg & A& L7
DTHD, Z 9 LIAEEITRERFICEERE L, ZORFHEE OWZ S 1TIRE IR
fao7-MHIc X D ARESI S LIZIEETH D5, DD REFOREY 3 v 7 L BNFE
FHEOEBCHKILA <2005 49 H, 77— T T IMBIFIXEMTEAZE 7 7 77 & (National
Rural Employment Grantee Program : NREGP) & LiZNn 28 RKFREZFTHH LZ, &
FRBON 2N AEZEZB U TH 100 A (1 B %720 54 Rs.125) OE AR & RiET
HEVIEDOTHD, HEFEFIZD LT OREOIKLEZRETHNDEDOD, WELIZEFE
RFITREEPEICBIT DY A7 I L THfEg 2 £ £ TH D,

Table 3-2 Transition in Informal Labor, Financial, and Land Contracts

EHERCERER) -5k

e FiEs RrO 547 MR e S

19405 2 [ LART AN SOBRIGBEEERTEY 1) Ay KNS F T4

(adivasies <chetty) (adivasies ©chetty)
_______________________________________________ orCRERM)  __ __________
19405 2 [ LART BSE, mHHNSBREA #IEZAE
e NN ____
19604 AL (E TROED . BIELSBREEY~TBIT i D—TavIR= AoT4
g G SN, N I (hetty L) ___ (high — lowcaste)
1990F R ~JHE 1997~ 0 & {E A& DR % i 1' HEZESE

HMEERE DI F 1k (low — high caste)

VLE. JAERIEICRB T DER - BEO LR 2L, HEE ARSI SRS L D
AV T F—< VIR HHERREIEN AR, BER L CEEEEEZHL ML, HEMNK CF

BEOFREBRDNH 2B o720, UIZZFNLHDOME L MOBEL Y HE=720 Tl 232 %
ERT BT, T D HFBEA~DER EH O NG T EEL LN TV D KE & AR 5
DI S TONDDTH D, ZDOX I, v T L ITBWCREMELO—ER L L TR+
MAAPHEEINAHEHNL, NIUA (1998) I - ThHiIEfINTWD, 20X 9 BB RFEF
FIREN L EDO X IICHBI SN D 2ONTHEBKIENGRS THDE L OO, T — X OFIFIN L7
TR I ZAT Z 7\ T2 8, AR CIEIRIYICED Fb 7wy,

57 2000 £ 5 2006 FEIZBITH T YT FROBEEET 371 A1 HDI1ED (Nair et al. 2007),
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TET 2 FH A ORBRH T B EATIZ. Wifse i & 2 WITIBFERNIC AR S N2 b DO TIEZR WY, H
BN RECH R BR 2 EO AR ERN, BRECK, BEMGEER EOBIAER, &
SIRRDEAM LD RFRF D Z A T I v 7 2B & W ) RFRER SR > TEEL T
&7 (Table 3-2), AT TIE, 29 LIEEME REZEE 2 T, &S| OEREBLMHRT S
FTHEE L RDREFEF OB BRI & FTEKHE) | RHIRARDL 2 LA R O FF
ML L T,

Table 3-3 Characteristics of Households in the Survey Area

Mean S.D. Min Max
Family member 4.0 1.2 1.0 9.0
Family labor 3.0 12 0.0 7.0
Educatioinal attainment 3.1 0.7 1.0 5.0
Age 305 9.4 12.8 70.0
Educational attainment of 2.7 12 1.0 5.0
a HH head
Age of a HH head 452 10.7 24.0 78.0
Sexofa HH head 0.2 0.4 0.0 1.0
Educational attainment of 3.2 11 1.0 5.0
a breadwinner
Age of a breadwinner 38.1 10.2 19.0 78.0
Sexof a breadwinner 0.4 0.5 0.0 1.0

Source: Questionnare survey in 2008

Notes: 1) Family labor is a number of family member aged from 16 to 60.

2) Educational attainment is equal to 1 for illiterate, 2 for elementary education, 3
for secondary education, 4 for high education, and 5 for more than university

3) Sexis eqal to zero for male

Table 3-4 Demographic Composition by Social Castes

Caste Occupation HH % Status
Nair No restriction 7 3.3 High
Christian . 48 22.6
Muslim No restriction 23 10.9
Viswakarma Artist, Black smith, etc. 6 2.8
Ezhawa Alcoholic makers, etc. 47 222
Wayanadan Chetty  Argriculture 31 14.6
Pappada Chetty Home industry 3 14
Pulaya Agricultural labor 6 2.8
SC/ST Agricultural labor 41 19.3 Low
Total 212 100.0

Source: Questionnaire survey in 2008
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3.3. FCINHEErIHT

3.3.1. RFERH LBEFEEDERE

XU, SRt 220 HHF O FARRINER & S HEE X DWW TR 9% (Table
3-3. Table 3-4), iKY U U (thavazhi) &WHTI 2D RS BRI T & - 72 AT H
G T FIRAL D E A R FIRERL BT 4 N & 72> TV D, FEOFHHE KUE(2.7)
ICHARTHBERROHBEKER @B DIL, FHREOMAR TEFAEENEA TE 2 L Z2RL
TWD, ITETITHREREO I, HENEICH L PR TIIRS, AVvF - T
— R OHFLERIZ S D RN OEFIRH T Y By MZh DA v F—F T a TR T — b~
FHEA LD HTIE EHBF RISV, SRS 2 A D &, ZOHTRREEZ 2T DR,
A=V, Fx=vT 4, HEHE, 7V ATy Lnoa@Ecdy, Znb 4 >0=
R 2 =T  TRIED 80%UT < ZAERRT B,

PWIEZ R OB & LTk onikin & i K EIZ DN T ATV, Riffi TR L7z X 9
ICHREAEICB T DB I ORI LE —EREHET H, LR T, T
Table 3-5 TH-MEE &t IHRILOBRIZHOWTEL T 2,

Table 3-5 Income Sources by Social Castes (No. of HHs and %)

Non-skilled Skilled Home

HHs  Cultivation On farm ngr?- :II’:’\ Non-farm Salary m(tjf:(;;y/ NREGP  Livestock Remittance t:z::ftér Total
Nair 7 5 2 1 6 4 3 1 22
% 71 29 14 86 57 43 14
Ezhawa 48 38 16 8 6 3 12 21 1 3 12 129
% 79 33 17 13 6 25 44 2 6 25
Viswakarma 7 6 4 5 1 2 1 19
% 86 57 71 14 29 14
Wayanadan Chetty 34 31 17 1 2 2 4 3 5 4 4 73
% 91 50 3 6 6 12 9 15 12 12
Pappda Chetty 3 2 1 1 2 6
% 67 33 33 67
Pulaya 9 7 6 1 3 4 1 1 23
% 78 67 1 33 44 1 11
ST 41 3 3 11 3 2 39 1 5 13
% 7 7 27 7 5 95 2 12
Christian 48 44 17 3 3 11 14 12 8 6 7 125
% 92 35 6 6 23 29 25 17 13 15
Muslim 23 2 14 4 3 5 3 14 6 2 6 7
% 9 61 17 13 22 13 61 26 9 26

Source: Questionnaire survey in 2008
Notes: 1) A figure in a upper sell = no. of HHs in a certain occupation
2) A figure in a lower sell = no. of HHs in a certain occupation / no. of total HHs in a certain social caste (%).
3) NREGP means National Rural Employment Gurantee Program that is a public project.
4) Remittance is the transfer from those who lived together and includes the transfer from an international migrant worker.
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Table 3-6 Average Income by Income Quintile (Rs. and %)

Non-skilled Skilled Home
Cultivation On farm On and non- Non-farm Salaried industry/ NREGP Livestock Remittance Gout. Total
farm employment trade transfer

1 4,332 5,002 875 0 0 852 4,250 109 114 465 15,999

% 27 31 5 0 0 5 27 1 1 3 100
| 5972 6,509 1,023 419 0 2,360 5,965 498 581 124 23,452

% 25 28 4 2 0 10 25 2 2 1 100
il 8,738 5,216 3,244 3111 667 1,244 5,678 1,340 111 209 29,557

% 30 18 11 11 2 4 19 5 0 1 100
v 12,490 6,406 2,000 3,826 3,860 2,884 6,012 944 1,233 70 39,724

% 31 16 5 10 10 7 15 2 3 0 100
\Y% 16,556 2,796 1,589 7,156 14,044 11,422 5,822 3,200 3,600 79 66,263

% 25 4 2 11 21 17 9 5 5 0 100
Total 9,649 5,163 1,755 2,930 3,764 3,786 5,543 1232 1,136 190 35,148

% 27 15 5 8 11 11 16 4 3 1 100

Source: Questionnaire survey in 2008
Note: Total income level is the lowest in a category “1" and the highest in *\*. Each income level includes 44 HHs.

Iz, HHREAFHI S © 2 BHEITS 2 T3 & 9 5 i e Yakth g o TRERLF
T“J\ FTHRBWEITRR E T 2R OEIG % TEIVEAMSIKTFE) 75, BEKT
FEIXIFIET R COMEMEE THER < EL T0%LL ETH D DI LT, BIMVERESKT
Emowfi%w%w(%%\7)1%%/(%%\ARJA(M%)ﬂ¢u@&50_
H 3 SOMEREEA, FXTEIEREIC & S b TIHEEREMED MW & LA
Thbd, SOICELICEETBERE L ARSI TE T T, BERENCIZY 70%
PLEE @K ETREIMICEE L TV D, Eo, BB T 2 IR B & 13E
T, AL, KRLEREEGLDN, DL OERMZHEIFEZHETIBETI A M THH T ¢
T a U MERIEY 85 5D, TNHOZ ELREER CIIBES— X b Lk
FIRPLORNC & 2 FEE OMBIBIMR RN R O 5, RICHTSMEE ROk 57 ki % 2% & (Table
3-6) . AFEEARTIIRAEE F LB THHETE (27%) &EE7@HITE (31%)
WIKFEL TV DI L, IkE#E GBVHE) ~Lfen ER2IC o0 THEEW (21%) .
BATEE (17%). ERETE (11%) OLENHL T 5, bz, 7r—7 ZMTiEH
WA ERA ¥ FETE~DOHBEENE <, I 00 OEEN EE /T %(J?T%é & NEN
51 CW% (Prakash 2004, Zachariah and Rajan 2007) 58, L2 L&ARTEIZB W TIE
KEHE GBEVERE) THLRAMHI LD 2 XE&0ERITO T B%EE TL 2L, ZhF
EREREET TR > TR0,

BV CEEME ICl TR <, AIETiTAZ X DI, FHERE TIH BN KAKKTE O

58 {’%571%? a. DTGB DOESITEICEARGERITORMEITNZITM E 72 > TE 72, Jeromi
(2004) (2 L, ZoIEEFETES (Nonresident deposit) (% 1985-90 4 CTREIZ 77— T T M
’%Hé7j—vwﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ¢6%ﬁ$%%®me@ﬁbfwkﬁ\%@%%ML%H
1996-02 AEHAM TIX 45.1% & /e o 7=, 7272 L. 2003-07 i[E TlIfast il & &5, a4, Bk
XEEATHHEOEIEG W) SIIEOT X THRERARLDO—ETHoT=Z ENRFLNTR -
TW% (Zachariah and Rajan 2007), & 512, ERN~OHBEZ IZHOWTIEREICH S Z &
LHLNERSTEY, 5%, EEERER IR SN r—7 TRBENENT DI LB R ZIED
T\,
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TEIZINZ T, 1960 FERN By /8= a—b—, PPy —77 CBEIEMOREE N Thh
TWb, ZHHEDEWIT 2 2v5 5 A O & SOEB~MEMNT 2BEN R THY . =
DEERIHZR DY 68% TEHELMHTERTH H L2 5 (Table 3-7),

Y B 13.9kg/cent (3,437kg/ha) T. 2004-5 fEFED U ¥ FIRAKD LRI & A
2,468kg/a, 77— ZMEILTIX 2,285kgha THH Z Enb, e OEKECH D &
25 ZAUTHEME N2 X (kollis) EWHIN DR LA B EICAL TS Z

&L RO LI S A R O A EE DS RBIC B E o7 2 LR EDRERIIH S
LEZILND,

Table 3-8 & Table 3-9 7> b RS S 4 5 FHAA # D SR MR AT HBLZ BI 4 2 R8I LA T o0 &
INCELHBND, FH—IT, 129 FOFME (90 7 : 41%) BEWHRELTN0H L
Tho, FrlZtHiZzLig L 30-59 £ ho/MBEZZ DL, Zhh 3 DORETAR
D6HFLLEEHEE L THDHDOTHD, THERML T, ORI EMEL 69.3 &
>¢(0%m)k@%ﬁ&¢?%éo*ﬁ?\NWQ%ﬁV%@¢ﬁﬁE(%ﬁH%%

THEENE L RO, SEMERED 55%3 2 O HEENMEG T 5 EMTH D, I
imﬁbg%%wgﬁﬁﬁﬁéﬁmm\E%%ﬁu&%%ﬁ@M@ﬁﬁﬁ%niEk%<
ROWRTHD, L0biF, tHe LENEERGNIZ—0#b > TnianZ L iFER &N T

Lo, HETAIUT, REHFTAE I, IMECHT L0 bEMAGEKAFROE BRE 2 5T
R38R, 55 =12, BRI BRI E # D & @wm3m A R MBS g L 2 ds )
5%@%%@% . PRAERE & BB LTINS olskE L, WIS RGBTS0 LI
%iof%<_k#bﬂéo*ﬁ@%@%%&ﬁl%#%@%ﬁ_owfi\E%ﬁﬁﬁ
FEDOMBIZIZEA LR BN,

Table 3-7 Agricultural Land Use in a Survey Area

Cropping patterns Total area

(cents) (%)
Rice (single crop) 4,725 32
Others 10,151 68
Total 14,876 100

Source: Questionnaire survey in 2008
Notes: 1) Others includes intercropping of cash
crops and dry-field crops
2) 1 cent = 40.4686 m2, and 1 acre = 100 cents

9 BEH (1993) 1. HHUEETHRHA OB/ ME L HHliZr LEDY TS #iE ] & L CEMERIC
m%?ér¥%k®ﬁ@%F$7/7mJ&ﬁmhf%@\ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁf%ﬁ%@%@ﬁﬁﬁﬁ
LHEZBZBND, B, FAER R CTORERENIMA 16 1 CEHEG|EE 40.8 2 1),
B 140 (F144.3 B2 ) THD, Lo TRIEEIHAENZIEE LW, BERG B EIZFR
EHNTEEL TS EWNZ D,
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Table 3-8 Distribution of Households by Land Holdings

Land Owned No. of HH Owned land Cultivated land

(cents) % Average Total % Average Total %
0 11 5.0 0.0 0 0.0 0.0 0 0.0
1--29 90 40.91 14.1 1,273 84 133 1,201 7.9
30--59 39 17.73 408 1,592 10.4 44.2 1,723 11.3
60--99 20 9.09 76.2 1523 100 712 1,423 93
100--299 53 24.09 157.8 8,361 54.9 160.8 8,521 55.8
>300 7 3.18 344.3 2,410 15.8 330.0 2,310 151
Total 220 100 69.3 15,239 100.0 69.4 15,271 100.0

Table 3-9 Distribution of HHs’ Occupation by Land Holdings (Rs. %)

Non-skilled Skilled Home
Cultivation On farm On ?;dmnon- Non-farm Salary |mt:|ru:dtgy ! NREGP Livestock  Remittance trflr?:flér Total

0 0 6,900 0 1,636 5,000 4,318 6,591 455 1,636 542 27,078
% 0 25 0 6 18 16 24 2 6 2 100
1--29 3,514 6,672 4,356 2,655 1,023 3,241 7,764 1,186 828 135 31,375
% 1 21 14 8 3 10 25 4 3 0 100
30--59 7,959 4,493 917 1,036 9,095 5,190 6,167 1,679 2,238 235 39,008
% 20 12 2 3 23 13 16 4 6 1 100
60--99 11,000 3,550 2,350 2,075 1,400 1,525 3,750 500 250 570 26,970
% 41 13 9 8 5 6 14 2 1 2 100
100--299 20,674 4,148 2,792 981 4,642 3,566 2,358 1,374 774 23 41,332
% 50 10 7 2 11 9 6 3 2 0 100
>300 23,857 0 4,571 0 4,000 9,429 1,786 1371 2,857 220 48,091
% 50 0 10 0 8 20 4 3 6 0 100
Total 9,649 5,163 2,930 1,755 3,764 3,786 5,543 1,232 1,136 190 35,148
% 27 15 8 5 11 11 16 4 3 1 100

Source: Questionnaire survey in 2008

Notes: A figure in a upper sell is an average income froma certain occupation in which a denominator is total no. of HHs in a certain level of land holdings

UL bEZ/NNET D L FAEAEICE O TEE OREAEE D 285 5HCHHMET S 2 SR
& DRI R BUR 22 R SR B R & B2 558 O (LS BRI FET 52— T, —#o
PP IR T D FAHTEN TESCEAREN D OFRLEEZ O L CEPMSKEZ 5%
LTW5, 22, fEMBICEW TEINEMES T ENE EEERDIT Ty, +4
bbb, FEAEELTIIA LS« AT U —HLEOIRITE, BUFEAN, FREE. W
B, ZOMAT N - LA NT R EDHER (P—v %) REHZ BT 213 L0 ¥EHE
D ULDFELR, & DITEFE IR MSEIEIE S/ RGeS B AT T3 (= = SllfE CfF
HEEMRTER E) b, RAEMRENORON-EELEFEOTZDOA 7 T RREFTH
5 Z e aEAUL, BEICFRRBIZIE VW E WR D,
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3.3.2. @RS LEEDERE

WU, BRSO ERBIZOW TR T Z21TI, 74—~ e A T+ —</ITK
BLZEDOEE7 o —%FifSHE - SERHIICHEST 2 Z & T, OB &0
DFERAEFFIRT DA IR T DERN S 5, FHIA 7 4 — < VRO 51220 T,
B S SR WIEBE R RAICHE SN ) 5720, HEAE O SRFENS R 2B E 2 T
Y5,

Table 3-10 Transactions in Formal Financial Institutions by Income Quintile (Rs., No. of
HHs, %)

Credit cooperatives Private bank National comercial bank Credit constraint
Average No.of HH Total Average No.of HH Total Average No.of HH Total No. of HH %

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 44 100.0
I 0 0 0 20,000 1 0 0 0 0 40 90.9
m 25,000 1 25,000 14,500 3 43,500 23,250 4 93,000 35 79.5
v 25,000 3 75,000 21,667 3 65,000 20,000 2 40,000 30 68.2
\ 63,571 7 445000 95,000 6 570,000 36,667 3 110,000 27 61.4

Total 49,545 11 545,000 53,731 13 698,500 27,000 9 243,000 176 80.0

Source: Questionnaire survey in 2008
Note: "Average” = "Total"/ "No. of HH"

Table 3-11 Informal Credit Transactions (Short-term) in a Survey Area (Rs., No. of HHs)

Borrowing Lending
Balance
Average  No.of HH Total Average  No.of HH Total
I 2,286 33 75,450 750 4 3,000 -72,450
I 2,208 18 39,750 1,031 8 8,250 -31,500
m 1,930 22 42,450 1,323 22 29,100 -13,350
v 1,758 12 21,100 1,453 K7} 49,400 28,300
A% 1,125 4 4,500 2,427 43 104,380 99,880
Total 2,059 89 183,250 1,749 111 194,130 10,880

Source: Questionnaire survey in 2008
Note: "Average" = "Total" / "No. of HH"
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Table 3-12 Informal Credit Transactions (Long-term, otti) in a Survey Area (No. of HHs)

Social class Borrowing  Lending Income  Borrowing Lending

Nair 4 I

Ezhawa 3 II 10
Viswakarma m

Wayanadan Chetty 5 v

Pappada Chetty A%

Pulaya 3 Total 11 14
ST 1

Christian 4 1

Muslim 3 1

Total 11 14

Source: Questionnaire survey in 2008
Notes: A informal credit transaction (otti) is the credit transaction with a collateral

Table 3-10 (I7 4 —~ /VEEBEREADOFIRBUCHONWTE L Db D TH D, HEFNEN
D7 F—<NVEMEBICOWTHE TR L TBL &, BEFAEMENICKEOH D 7 5 —
~ V4 iEgRIIT State Bank of India (EAREZESEIT) DA TH D, 1990 FFROKEDLY T4
F TIHMEREHOLIE BIFE L TV, FIHE ORI ICECE#E S,

FPE, 74—~ L EREBI D DA L QO A IR XS B ICIR S TR Y, &
W (FRCE TREE, SBURE) MERAFRICER LTV Z LRI TN D, FEE
Table 3-10 DI MHIFIZMEET 2 & 5 [ BEE T 100%, 25 O FEE TK 91% & FEEITE <
7o TN 560, FEVEEETE 6 HILLEMERHMICER L TWD ZLaEETH L, 2o
WTT7 =~ VR EZFIHT 2 ZEBMERE L TR CTH D Z L1382 5. FHEA
IR MR T Rs.53,741 &y m <. EAPEERITE 2 fHEVWERH D, T
XRMEEGAEREN R EREZ 2 —7y MCEMOBEEr — U 2R L T 5720 Th 561,

FWTA v 7 4 —~NVEROFEREIZOWTERT S, 22Tk, A 74—~ &%
e (2005, % 5 B) ICffito THMER E EMEMIC BT 2, AMiFIIVWbY 5
interest-free OHE(EHELG| T, HBEFITEZHABRMHE OB Z £ &HES| Th %5, Table 3-11
& Table 3-12 HLL T O R HERM IS D,

B2, 7oA — /LRI LIRS, BENICEED DR N E R0 D,
AMHHT 89 7 (41%), BHEHET 111 F (51%) 72> TRY, BFLETNEK

60 = Z CORABKIIUTOL S ICERSND, H—OHEM (EALLS & L2 L 2i3b D)
WXL T v &2 HE, RICE OB (022803 TED) IKBL, 22T Tn
WX EEZTSEEE. BRI TWD EERSND, T2 T NIV EEXEHAIE.
FEOEM GRS DELFEY SR KB, 22T W) LEXTEAOHE A
FINZHao TWB E R END, SSLIZE—DBRIZE- T, TNz | &2 -84 BERN [
A, SR EAEEZ AN R0 BB S D BAIE. BB L LTERSND,
6UANE T B DT O R — T, BARIERE 1045, EIUE Re.150 5, FI TSI
FEF)15%TH 5,
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BINT DA v 7 4 —~< VERMTGNER STV,

B AT, BEA - BAE & B ICHTEREE ISt THEAREMIFET 2, 77206,
A TIEFTS TALHEfE O BB EER TH V. Frfsssm BT 2120 T, ks &
HITHED LT b, — T, BHIEFTSE BN E ORGSR - S8 btk b2 < (48
77 : Rs.104,380) . FTHREE DY F 23 51224 CTHB I ~DBME B BEET 5,

BT, 2O LIfEA L BNCB T A ZEE 2 T, ST RIE RO 2 BEE
(B, VIEE) PEFEERER-TND, TRDLRy N THLET7 o —PNERENOHE
WE~EHNTNDDOTHD, YA 7 r—v B HEMBE IOV THAL, 20
EET7a—ZFW LI L7, 9 LIEEAITENESHBE IO E TUIELDTHA I b,
T TA T 4 BBNHZOWTZE O 2R LT,

Table 3-12 (I4 v 7 1 W5 ZFifsMef@ Rl - fBEERICE L O bDTH D, T—HD
FIF SEBNCREGT B HHE L2 L TRV, ZOERNLEHERRSICELT 3
ODT 7 I N7 7 AT 4 T AREHRTE LI,

H—lC, EHARL L IR, TSRS T SIE EEHEGICE S T S 0B S
ML, WIS ER ER D1 ARSI Z1To T A oRIGEREm < b, Bk
BT, 5 TP A B & B8 H BOS NS AMGRAG © 14 B85 10 b8 (T1%) 255~ T,
ISR VB 3 3B A C 11 A 8 it (73%) 23i%%4 7 5.

AT, fhEMERNC A D EEHEBB NI L TWAHEIIEA—T T, FovT oW
IEEMEFEI—A MIMA T, BEFBHETHLI 77 Y LEEN TN D AUTEBRE D, i
AT —Y L, ZUAF x| ARY LT, HREVDDDOFHENZWIHETH 5,

VIEDEENSGA v T 4 O&®T7 0 —I3F5 FUEN LTS B~ TR,
KRB, BIAVERA~S AR T —T 1, 7 U AF v AR LBREETE
FHoREEHHABHEZBIE L TWDH I EITR D,

A 2T F—~ Ul A L B IIAE O W T IZB WIS YT 5 L 5 A4
Ta—RRELTND ZEIFEREVWEERTHL, LLRRL, ZOWRICHH A=
ALEfEAT 5 2 L IIAROFKMZ B2 570, 2 2 CTIHHEGRAGEROIIRIC E BT,
BB IZ DWW T, RO ERREIEICHE SN TESE 7 e =R ELTND L
EzZbD, Thbb, 7—=FT 4 vRX=Rh o R"TuicsxbLRD HEENR) Rhar-7
FAT VU MERIZH ESNT, TROSBEN EBOBHAENLEEEZHFTNDLEEZD
N5, £, Ty T 41OV TIEL, THET I TR D Z L 3Epcb
S Te FHE ARG 23, BIRICIIBEREN O EHRE~LEe 7 v —08 i Tz, R
BODIIERBICED X D REAFERH Y, Ly T 4 ZBRL THD00E W)
R D, T, MEEENCA LN E LWREFNEORT L FICAD) BIE
MESORERREIIMEE LT, EREAL VI ONS0) BIVERKS ~85
L&y ETaEmNRH 5, 1220, Sk Uiz X 5 ICTREAEEL TIEE 5 Lz 2o E R
ZZZ LW, —EOEEZILFICHITH TOHB I ITLERH L, 00L&, F
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T AT ENLEIZ & > THER SIS ) BEEERE 2HIET 2 FRICR TV EEALN
Do v T A ITHEFMUPEHMBEZATHE ST D Z L THONDFFED 5 B, FlF5 2T
TOHLDTHDLHID, HBEE THREIENMEL ROTFHETE > TE, VAZITHT LA
Y7 A= NI RERIEE UTHEREL © 2, TOERTHENKE DL v T 4125V T
(T, ALY & R4 O B E SRR TR L 2D 2 LT RO THEREY) HEX
WL E IO TV D EHER I D,

Table 3-13 Private Transfers in a Survey Area (Rs., No. of HHs)

Receiving Giving
Balance
Average  No.of HH Total Average  No.of HH Total
I 1,291 42 54,235 284 30 8,520 45,715
I 1,477 42 62,035 476 36 17,125 44,910
m 955 44 42,035 716 42 30,080 11,955
v 1,075 41 44,060 1,508 42 63,350 -19,290
A% 1,549 31 48,025 2,846 43 122,375 -74,350
Total 1,252 200 250,390 1,251 193 241,450 8,940

Source: Questionnaire survey in 2008
Note: "Average" = "Total"/ "No. of HH"

KBICHPERBEE (5 BENCbith T <, BB IRBEE & TSR 272 b
D Table 3-13 ThH D, ZIMHLLTFD 3 SN EHTE 5,

F—l, - G L BICEBICEET 2R YICZ N2 & Th D, TG FHIEH
% 200 7 (91%) T, BEGHAEIT 193 57 (88%) Th H, 1ZFET X TOR N A
2L, ZTTEHLTORGMPE—EHENIAFET D EHER I 5T HIEE 23 AL LT
HEEZHND,

AT, EHRREG | & i L CENZ EBRTIE Wb OO FiHEE R OB |
BICRBROEM R A HND 2 EThD, T77bb, SRMHHILTEICZR1ZEHNT5
DK LT, BEICE L Tl EEOMREA L < 25, FHFEEIC OV T, ZIT
FEBERETAONZNE OO, B TIEH LM EEORGIFEB KXW,

AT, RV EMEREG] & AR, Ry N ORI ERB SIS LA ZREE T
AT ADEE LD ZEThD, LEER->T, HENKICET WG 0&EE7 v —I3E
wENLERE~AN->TND EEZ D,

L bEDZ &nng, FMEFEBEEIRGNICOWTITEBREIC L 2B RNE~DI 5 & 5 H ik
EFREoCWAH 72T, FIMPEIHEIC S & 5< A v 7 4 —~< V72 B ElHlE (Cox 1987,
Cox and Jakubson 1995, Cox, Eser and Jimenez 1998) TH 2 & btz bbb, LnL7AR
Mo, RGBS OttMEEM 7 n—%74 5 & (Table 3-14), HU5| D RLJRIC AFPELN
TELTWDZENRBEND, FFkTHE, e IFA—TURT =T 4 IXFR—T—2A
FNOBEEEG B R HE L, TN 341, 28 E > TV 5b, ZHud, ZOH—A A

4
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HTT =T 4 v/ =T KD ST B BE DN FE M S A, SRAESEMP R R THE 528 B W EIICAT
BTN LZELERAENTH D, SDIT, FBEME~DIEEN 23 fEE 72> TnDH Z &1,
MOTOU VHETH =T L7 EDOHEE BT O TOTZIBBINE G D50, TN
Y TCOTHMBINEMER T 2 7O ORI 572 £ BRIk S 41T & T8 B AYHI TRl
HEns, o, ZWMEKRE LT TZ2oft] oW E23BIC-5< (14310, T2oftl) &
BRI AFET D RBWRSNRFMHETH Y . 2O OMB~DFEENE S & L TH]REA
SNTWD, ZHbOMkIE, ZOHEeE TFICERREBIH - 72 H 126 L TES 21T -
TEY., TOEWRTIEIMARBREREZ AT MM E L ToRE 2R LTS, #HE
ERICEBW IR GRS T 5 AHAYZEE 20 5 AR & & SV TRk
SLLTW D ATREPED H 0,

Table 3-14 Private Transfers within and between Social Castes (No. of transactions)

Giving Receiving
Nair Ezh Visw WChty PChty Pulaya ST Chris ~ Musl | Other  Total
Nair 1 6 2 3 2 4 1 19
Ezhawa 2 34 1 23 20 15 24 119
Viswakarma 1 8 1 5 1 9 25
Wayanadan Chetty 8 23 22 4 14 17 88
Pappada Chetty 1 1 2
Pulaya 1 2 2 1 1 6 9 22
ST 1 3 1 7 22 3 6 11 54
Christian 3 21 1 1 14 28 18 43 129
Muslim 1 6 1 3 6 3 22 38 80
Total 10 89 7 34 0 2 96 62 95 143 538

Source: Questionnaire survey in 2008

3.4. /h¥E

ARETIE, WELURED I 7 adt &R0 2R 5 ETEERFM L 25 JHEHR
DRESEH R J OB DWW CRERHE R 2 VD TEEE L7, FRICIRA I 1T 5
B E S AR 558 - ERKO LRI ZZ49 5 2 & T, T bOEELEKILEN
JE SRR E 2 R D . BUEO T B, &l W58 L ORFIGIICEEE2 5 2 T
DT EBHENE o7, 0 DFEREAE LTHATHWEDIE, A7+ —~VE
B @E s 3 L ORE BRI T 2 PS5 EALE D FTLE~DE &7 0 —DFETH
%o HAHIBIZAF(ET D /) 7T LA A 7 U — 2 (kushamikkuka) & FEIIAL 2 S AIHLELDS
ZOEIBRPEI O L 2> TND T LB HRESND, EEMERBEICOWTIE, [
CHEERILOmRGIbREATH D Z L AMER SN, BEND 5 WVITEMA28c s &5
RREES 23, FHAEHISICRA W TND Lz b, 2 O HEC BRIYER, 5 4
BELETERT 2MRETEIO TERRERR & LTER LD,
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BAE TN—TV T 4 v THNETOEER S

A=A

4.1. BRERE

WU HERET D15 Y (well-functioning credit market) ~D7 7 & AD XKL, &
WM S DAF 2T DO FBEREED —>THDH LEZBN TS (Ghosh et al.
2000), FETEYA 777 A F A (MF) 23, BRIk L CERAYR SRR~ 7
JRAEGRIEL, ft2EELZ N ESHELFIEE L TREEZED TWDL, X T TF7T v a -
77 I T ORINIHEN T, R ORI BORNL R D, B IRGERI A5 L
TR e FIETH L 7 NV—T LT 4 27 (GL) ZBHBIZICH 2 2 & 2B E
ROFBEERWIE L 72> TV 5 (Armendariz and Morduch 2005) , 5, i@ B HFEORIZ,
MF | 33& EERAE 2 AT 212 80 k& BA, £ 0 EERRE E2 8 I8 W G o Lotk
ThsbEEbiT\s (Daley-Harris 2009),

GL OIEARFHIIL, BRJE Z /NG F 7 — 7~ LRk U, SR ERAET] T
HEO/NHERBE 21T W) D TH D (Armendariz and Morduch 2005) 62, = Ml
FEDFEIEE 7y Tk, MEMBIFICIE R T 2 & R E A~ R T/ E 2 124925 Z LI &
ST, #5138l (income-generating) {HEI~HET 5 Z & TRARMHNAIREE 72 5

(XA 1998) ] &) BRI AN STV, HAHHRAEHIE 2 51 GL 23, AlNE
~OEEMREE 2 FTREIC L, 230D PSRNG4 BT 2 & O B IX, 2 OB FIEN
FFORRERE A O L7 BRERMF RIS L T 5, 2 OoREE & 1E, B OIEFRMEICIE
K95 7P — R (Stiglitz 1990, Hoff and Stiglitz 1990) <tk (Ghatak 1999,
van Tassel 1999) [ D IR0, ZEREITHIE OARIZ L 2 B EZ AR )BT (Beseley and
Coate 1995) O#IHITH D, TN 6DOEERHTIEZ IS, GLIZZNE TY +—~ /L 72EH
TGN LHERRESND Z EDE D> T ARG ~ORE 2 KB LR35, DO mRE R A K
LTWHEEZHLNTET,

1R, B2 ET 2@ . WETSK 218 6,000 T ADEREEI A 51 > BT,
BORY RHE RS NGO BfRE O T GL O JREMEDRS WS B CILA SH, 1990 FARLIEZ AR
fE ARG 7 1 77 WVERE S ALlc, BIE, ERRET V> T 5 O, BB (SHG)
AR L T, I — R R E A AT 5 [SHG ! MF (SHG-modeled MF) ] T&
% (Ghate 2007, Gadenne and Vasudevan 2007, Karmakar 1999), Z Z C, SHG %!
MF &35 O GLIZE T 2 FARRFHEIZIM A T2 OORMEE A T D 2 EICIEES L

62 BN E LT, AL ToORE, BT ORWIRE, BIRIBE DIERZ: ERD
Fons, 3L <L, Armendariz and Morduch (2005) &R E 7=\,
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Toh 5 (Ghate 2007), T72bb, EITHIBEANTHENEIC S & 50T SHG kST D
REABHBEEOS WV GL AEHAIN TS L) A ThDH, RIFIFFICEET, SHG 2
L SN ABRICITANE 2 5 Eb T 2720 0EEITHV T, BN a2 a=7 ¢ Ot
SHNER 2R T 5 72 DI HIPRAIC B S 2 AR L CHEEDSER SN 20 TH 5, o
T, v 77 LSBT 50 E 9 0 A %K (self-selection) (ZB83 2 B EITAT
DIDENR, BIMEFRLTR— M —Z%0H ) FHAE (peer selection) [LHE EITH
EWNTERY, #ETHUE, SHGH MF TIXGL Z8H L TWAIZH 200 b3, Wik
RS TLAR D BFRAURIL CTH D U A 7 (ZBJF 5 positive assortative matching (Ghatak 1999)
TN L TN EAVRIR S LD, BEHEOHHRRELE DGV GL &Ik, @& - i1 - IkK§
&V BRINGNZ DWW T E ORKINEDOPEWEITS SHG 1B T2 2 L 2B T 5, FFET
NERIE, SHG ~OZMBAT Lb~vA7nua—r~O7 7B AEZRIELZRWE NS T &
Thsb, /=T NTHOBMEDSAE LG T TEAT S Z ERIHEL 25> TS,
Zi s SHGH MF OB RNEENF: & D A J1 = X L& fiFEE W3 2 L I1IX MF A58 O &
5T BOREBERLT 17T LEMHEIZL > THEBEORBETH A 5, 2000 FLAREEFE
SN TE A RBIBRNRICBT 2 EIFE 2 2583 X, SHG A MF 73, GL %8 U T
WIRFER LR Fey 770 MREZER L, IRBe—E X (B - ) 2RO
KIGERE CRESE D Z L T, MREARAIBIC —EDEMREZRZL TWVWD Z &2 > T
% (Deininger and Liu 2009, Gadenne and Vasudevan 2007, Garikipati 2008, Ghate 2006,
Puhazhendi 2000, Puhazhendi and Badatya 2002, Puhazhendi and Satyassi 2000,
Sinha 2006, Swain and Varghese 2009, 2011) 63, L/2>L7Z223 5, FiZZh b SHG Y
MF (ZBHF 247815, SHG WECTA U TW D e@fs | 0 FERBAZEMHE L TR0, +07ir3E
RBOHICEIT L SN TN D LITFWEE, BREIEIREO S DOERET DA /37 R
AFFEITREICEB SR D TV D DD, REZLD XD RERPELC L2070 (HDHWNIT
A L7220 D7) SHGIZE W TAMIIZ GL 23MERES 2 Dy, DA D= A LW LI LIz
FEEmAY « FERERIRFZEIZIE & A EFEIEL 722V, SVHZAUT. GL 23 FFOBRE O BERRHIARIL &
LTZ7 7 UM GLIZEET % 1990 FFROMFZERE R (B 21X, MAIBE K O AEER) 21
BAAE L CEREIBZN RO A J A2 BEE L T b 720, EERIC SHG A MF Tk Eo X 9
IRA T = A DIZFESODTHEROIEGHIEN LR SN TV D DNNTEARE LTT T v 7Ry
J Ao T D, &b, 77 I UMTE7a< TSHG M MF 1256175 GL) O&ERHI
P75 A0 2 R RN BEfR S 2 72 DI2IX, SHG L MF & L CO DO EERRFE (VU

-
—

63 Z 5 DOIFED T Tk, ¥ 7V with/without 34T & 17> TV 5 6 O b HiE,
pipeline approach <X°> propensity score matching, #/EZA L %215 H L CRIBEZRBR U & /04T
BasNEMEMEZ 2 ha—L LIS LTWAHDLEENTWD, LRS- T, FTNHD
FRAEROBEBENR R TIIRVWZ LICEBENLETH D, L LN bRBENZ iz, (B
%) P BE LIRS A B2 R 2 Wit L QB8RRI i) 7, SHG B MF (2 &
LT % RCT CTRUBICHIE LRI FELRWI L bilEAR S & SHG B MF O#
PRI I SR D ZE IR IRRRE A R S TV B,
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A7 ZB99 5 positive assortative matching DAL, &N SHG NER TOfE AL RE 7 &
Y ADIFEE) ZHRHNCEB L ETHE I NV—TNEOEE 7 0 —%B 52T 258
WE LD,

PLEZEE 2 TREO B, SHG & MF WilOE BB A D= AL ERHT5 2 &
TR B ORAERIEE N CHEN & D K 9 AR BRI R S L TR/ E 2 A L T
WDDN HDHNEED KD REYEDZINE Y SHG B MF T CfE H#EI 2> TW 20
LW AR I aEhERET L& ER - ATEREFOFEE NN T ITEIFERRE T
HEEHWT) LR THZETHS,

RELMEERAE LA L TCWAIEE LT, Z A OF%EEITAE MF (village bank) %%}
%12 L7z Coleman (2006) 73%(F 5415, Coleman (2006) 1% 7 1@ OfER, Bk
HINCHE ) L T D BINECHAICERRBEED MF 70 77 A6 ORI 2% L
Tk, %D (rank-and-file) ZME IOV TUIHFHAICH B 2R2REFEDRITRO 57
Mol Z LN LTWD, REXF A OMNBEHEITH MF (231F 2 &0 MmmaH A
EWIT AT AT A A R =T MO SHG v 77 ATHGEET H &5 2
LMz T, LFDO =20 5T Coleman (2006) O43#rzfirik L, SHG %! MF O K|
ANZZADITHIZ MR EZ LT OT LB LTS, H—I2, Z—7HNEOE &R
SYHBT D BN R O AR 2 RIS 34T %, Coleman (2006) Tid GL NHEBOfH
AFBRET 08 ARMBEIICERZ I TV, KETERCa— 34 7 B0 T
ANEeHL LA LS OSIE (& DR IR T 2HaH) OfSREET —2 2 ]
V. B BDOEABEENE 20D EDO XD R ST D DA & EEEIZ T D,
ZORE, AL LT N—T B CRADEENT TV 54 AL (financial diary)
PO LT —2 2R L Tnd, H IS, MFIZBT 2@ TR OBUEER & L T
BIREARICER L. 207 N —TNIOE SR A DB AW NI T 564, 205y
HrCiX.SHG 7’1 7 Z A NF & X8I E ki L 72 25k = 526k (artefactual field experiment)
DT —2uEH\5, FEBREELEROT —X %> T MF (28T 58878 %2 508 L7172 T
TIN5 H DD (Bauer et al. 2012, Carpenter and Williams 2010, Karlan 2005) .
ARED L ) IZE&MMBNT COME (w4 7ran—2) Bl A=A LNESE Y T TR
DRI SR OB L REE L2 RITELEFE LRV, EHICZ DX D e ERT
— 4 & T GL IZ81) 5 seminal 72 Bi56E7 /L (Banergee et al. 1994, Besley and Coate
1995, Ghatak 1999, Stiglitz 1990) % I#EAICKRGE L7-FE L EZ O HRY Tk, 72
fERE AU TUN R U635,

=12, SHG NEFTHEE L ZE SR O2h3MEE2 . 08 M5 IS ER LT 57

64 RETE MK L TWAHEMEEAR (social capital) DEFIZOWT, FELLITHF 1 ED 1.2.4.
BRI NN AREIZB T DRI CHRREAR & eRlITE) & OREBERZ RET DBRIC
I%. FEBR - ATERE F O B TR RELF (social preference) & FEEN D EHRICHER LTV 5,
6 FERT —F TEHLHDOD, GLIZEDHHDRBDFIIRA 1 = X LIZONT, FEHA 4
DO & [FFRFICHEE L7=#F%2 & L T Ahlin and Townsend (2007) 73 % %,
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EIMITESOTIHMET 5, £ 2 TIEERDO Y T N7 EFETIE72 < (Feder et al. 1990,
Jappelli 1990) 66, {5 AHHI DR AETKLENDAEL DX A I 716 L THEIh D i
72 (o XV IR) EFAEHEE L7- Boucher et al. (2009) OHGGHIMSHAZERT S, 1A
BOGHEKIZRFEST D720, 22 THE&MATLOT—ZMEH IR W5,

4.2. SHG % MF ol BEH 415

A2 RIZBT 2 SHG 71 7T LAOHIFEERFHEIC W TiE, BEIZE 2 o 2.4.2 TRHIZ
WA=, 22T (f v REETIERL) REHIRICEA S SHG 7'1 7T A% &
(2, PR DOHEFHHRIS I BEE T 2 50 12k » T L 0 sEM7Ze @i 247 2 67, B4RR9IZ1Z, SHG @
R R & @ 2B 2 I ISR A Y CCRER T D,

4.2.1. SHG D&t

FTUHOIC, HEESICEDN -7 0/ 7 ha—TF 4 3x—F =BGk 2560 L, B3
D NGO L1 L7223 54 SHG O A o _"—GEMfia U A MET 2, % 2 TR 70 50T,
ZOVAMETEFEREDOF T, o MF 71 77 ATHRASIN TS X 9 ZsErkic i
TOREEPHNONTNRNI & TH L8, fUEFRIIC, 2—7 1 F—F — 535 SHG O
& 2o b O CHIBIR RS S/ ME S D KO IR ET 2, I v 77 Lok
HFEO—DIZHBESINEFE DX THEINDG I —T 4 7 2@ U T, SHG NOFERIAL
ERET L ENBIT LN TNDEREOTHD, LN > THEMEORER TIX, MERNOE
TOFRFDBBIMNEKZFFO—HT (L LEFHANOLBIMTE LD —ANZTTH D), #
ZIHIZTEDL LT a—T 42— X =l Lo CEIENTZ/X— b — (fLozmmE) &7
07T MIBIMNTENEIDERETDHZ EDOHRTHT-, ZOMBALIZBET 2 Tl 13,
F#HENIZEL 2 TOFRFHIR L TURERFFIZ T (B 3 =D 3.1.12B 1 i b SRS
N7z, DEY | [MRHEO SHG 7177 Ad, B2MEOBRIREDZ A I 7 BH
U272 5 [FIRF5E4E  (simultaneous recruitment) & FEIXILD HIETRISRSIT v, &N
ZHEBER TR I S S W TRk b S D 72D, Wh W AR (Fr 7T MIELz

6 L FNRERLIL THFELPOOEHERENMEATEL TRHIS] LWIHIEBRTERINDLE
HflR 2 $59,

67 HHNIHAE L7 SHG 71 7/ T Ak, A~ FEUFE L O NABARD (National Bank for
Agriculture and Rural Development) & FEIZIU 2 [E A ST OW 1 25T, 7 —F ZINBUFIZ L -
T 1998 FEICBth SN b D TH D, 207 vl T AOFE /L BIIIMNOZRAERTH Y . BIE
#1f#% <& 5 The State Poverty Eradication Mission 2341 % %< (gram panchayats) %@ U T
Ty LEEE LTS, DT T T N2 DTS H B 2N i S 7 BRI RIS
1%, 1992 HZ T8 T8 TH, 5 T4 HOFIEWEN H H (Kadiyala 2004, p.4),

8 FIZIX, N T TTaDlT I AT TIIRMRARICETIZMEERHY . 1 RH
O SHG 7' v 7' A THMOIN TIEFTEHICET 2 RMEELZ T WD EZARH D,

68



UVMELA DS 8= R — %58 .5) M TERVRBLUIZH 572 L2569, EERICHRA ik <3 HieE
BT EEME I LS WD TR L 2N £t &4, U A 7 1235 positive assortative matching 73
AL TWRNWZ &%, AED 4.4. Trolstdt 2 AWV CiERT 5,

4.2.2. RBEIZBET HIE

WIZEE DT ATRE & 22 D R/ OW T T %5, SHG 77 7 A TR TE L~ A7
02— ZE, A ¥ —F/bu— (internal loan) & =7 A % —J /L — (external loan)
O _FEENRH D, 7277, SHG Z2MFEFXINOLDO~A 7 v —r a2 TR TE 2
W, BANC, Mk S e SHG 13T ONDE I —T 4 VT DAV a— vV EE{EI—T ¢
VBT BN OMBIRTERE e E O — M ONWTIRD D Z L LD, KIZSHG 7'e
77 LTIE, BmERTERIEZG LB T, A v —TF e — 2R T 520 OnifRs
L LT, =T DETORA /=0 /G [ RaMBERICET D F—=0 7 250
LD EMBEHBMTON TS, HESGHIKTIE, hr—=07 2T 5707 T 482
—T AR H—BRELTNDZ L LEE LTINS L —= T2 2= D
EWVWIHEIHN S 5O SHG ZRIFFC N L —=0 7T 5 2 ENEE LRARETH -T2, £
D7z, SHG M TED T N—TNRICENEZIT 2D DONTON P <Tzdic, b
L—=0 7 2% HIEHFIZ SHG T LI LalETROOND 2 & Lxole, DFE VAL
LBV TIE, P L—= U ZONEFE & ZUTHK A 2 —F v a— o OF I ATREME
T oA ML SN HARER (natural experiment) THh-o7- LR T 5, KR, H
5 SHG 3 A X —Fa—rORHNPE S nn—2FKT, Blo SHG iZFi~D7T 7+
AMERSEA UTRO X 95 RERENEY 47z, REIRTE R EIZRE U CE bl e e 237
., h—=V I WRET LI N—T A v —Fha— 2R AT &K &G LI
25, FO%, INA—TNRZr AZ—Fra—r52HfT57-0120F,. SETFEXOED
ICEBITFHLTE AL 10 hAfF=Enb 2L L b,

SHG (Z361F % @l B DALRR AL, HAERAEREE 28 U 72 BJAE O SHAWHTEE (prompt
repayment) & L CHRHESIT oD, LI > T NA—THNOMAEDNMEBNEITEIE Z
L. oo X = X HRELRE P TONRITIUX, BRTDOTN—T A R—DE~D
T RAMPRHEINDZ L LD, o, A LZKROENSDED I FZHAT T
HINTWD, DEEOIINE, TAKOF]TORF T 5 IRFESFZ B MR E o

69 FHERBHUL TIX, v/ 7 ha—TF7 4 x—F =X TERENTZI A D Re vy 7T
7 R LRI W, £2, a0 T A0S HCEIR (self-selection) T 573, HHA
K (peer selection) X TERUVVRIEIZH 272 E VI REDIELEIZOVWTHRHE L TERL &,
Bl 21X, BB IMEME DM OBEME I LTSN LWL 2 ITENEZNT 20, Blo SHG ~
BETHEIMHEI L0 THZ 81, a—T 4 X —F—lCLo T HELonTWeled, F
EERAGETHoTZEEZDLND,

0 A —F =X T RHEGRTEREZE L CEE LZESN L OB E EIE
T5H, T AX—Fra—rEE, A=~ AERITh L OREHEET,

T AR G 1T D il AL, B4 Rs.10 225 Rs.50 TH D,

69



S—T 4R TE STl E LTRSS,

A2 —Fnra—rERNCHAAT L HAICE, 70— 1CioTEL2E08HHHD
DOIREFENEE SN D (B4 Rs. 5,000~Rs. 10,000 TH %), E7-FFRIZAF]T 1%~2%
Thd, BEFRIEI—T AV TOEICHFETLHZENTED, HENRbS LA ITIZI NV —
TEETHLEWMTDIL, BEAZFFATH0E 50, 7T 57206138830 <5
ROMWIPRESND, A Z—F N —LRENZE T T DA, FrL{MEE2%T5Z
ENHRETH D, TF AF—F N — NI T N —TOMRITESHED 4 (FETHEY 22 &0
TE 5, TIN5 OFF-RITERT 14%~16%TH 528, SHG 1ZE 51T 1.5%~2.0%D A~
Ly FZEd 5, FlFIRAIZ, SHG &M CEFHEICHELESND Z Lilh>Tnd, 7
F—~</LEYTIZ, SHG A U 3 —fEANIZxt LT TR N —TBALCEMNIT 2179 Z LI
RoTW5b, LENR-T, HIN—T1FA v Z—Fua—r LFEkEIC, =7 2AF—FLn
— BN TY, HERENTETHED 2O0O0ERET DHEMEFF>TND, ZA—7128%
IS EFENEZ 5I1EE ., FIHATRE/R T 7 A X —F Ll — 2 DEFEGINT 5 Z L2572,
Floxo /AL —FAr— XRENSEETE T LRWRY , ROMEEZZT 5 Z ERFFS
WANAN

4.3. FREEmHEIPLAE A

AEITIE~A 7 ra— OEFICL DFEEITEN AT LI2HGRE T Va4 5, 33
72 7 AKX Boucher et al. (2000)1Z3:S5W\W T\ 5, Z 2 TO HEYNEIRER DGR %14 &
L C&=EMRMEHEY (quantity credit rationing) (21X T, Hi7-7e =D D1E HEY £
N=ALERET HZ LIl 5™, WOOFEHESITAT MMGo kil (oI PRyt
& EARBATIRHIRE) | [TER L TRY ., FitOoREHRSZHET 2ERTH L, Hiltk
ZODEAEIYA D=L EE, (1) VAZIZEDERERY (risk rationing) . (2) Hu5 |2

2 SHG 707 7 AT, ZA—ZH LT~ A 7 ma—2 35N “REOMB&NEE S
TW5, —oHRII~yF 7 B4 (matching grant) EFRIEZNDHDOTHY, FA—T A
PN—HeE LTRSS D, 4%81% Rs.5,000 T, Z— 7 A U R—[TEEIZHEL SN D
Z LTl TWA, ZoHIZrevolving fund EFEIIND H DT, S HIZZ/—T A R—[n)F
EREFRNTO DI THZENTE D, AIEIE, @ NL—=0 RN T LEEER, —DD
SHG (Z2& Rs.10,000 XS, A v X —Fha—rO&4E L L THHATLZENTE D,
BEIL, WD T AX—Fa— 22BN LEBNE MG S, &FI3MEALSEED 10% T
H5 (72771, EMRIFRs.25,000 TH D), ETCOBMNMEIZONTINLDOMEEZ T2 L
IMEFEEN TV AN, ERRICAT ENDZ A I T IEBMER TR L Z LICHEENLETH S,
B 725 HEY (quantity rationing) (ZBHT 5 Hir OBFRAY 292D L ¥ 2 —1%, Udry and
Conning (2005) #Z& M X720,

B 7AE HEIY DN FE ORFHIBIESCREEMIEICG 2 D4 N7 MM, B2,
Feder et al. (1990), Jappelli (1990). Carter and Olinto (2003). Petrick (2004), Foltz (2004)
RENBDH, THOWRE LTIV, ERBIFICH > TV A IR, HEX ., B
BB ENZE D THRWFFH L VKL 2D 205 2 L THD, F£7- Boucher et al. (2009) & #Hr
To R BRI EES BRI LA TENICADE B L 52 5 Z L AR L TV 5D,
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I X 2EH%EY (transaction rationing). (3) BEFICL2BEHFEY =7 FO[EEEC
HEDSMEHERY (reject-averse rationing) ThDH, ZiILD = DDEY X 1 = X L ERFTE
THZLIFHEETHD, 2800, BENREHFIYIIMELHFE L LT, ZOHFEHED
—HELITBETAADT 7 EAREAFTIND LW kT —H T, R0 =ZODEE AT
=RAAF, ELELEHTSHICSINT 22 L BEEZHDL VI RELHIEEZT72DT
Hb, D2EV, BOZODERERLICH > TV AFEF LI, BT X2 BB E OB

THHETFOEMRERE T, MEORFELZRICH L ITEDIICH& L= Eit 2557,
4.32.ClE, EFLEFICL D BEHRRENERINATONSD Z L 2EET L7012, 4.3.1.

TERINTEERHEIYEAEA D =X L E2HH OGN 2B ERERRE (sequential
decision-making) O CTHERT H, LMAEICIE, FH B CETFOERRE, F B
T ((FFOBEEREZSFMEM T ET) SFOEERENRIND LRKEL, WFH OHRRK
BT 57— U =& kel 5, REILIETIR, 222 ifea 2 BRI ERMIEIC S &
DSV HERHIE DR S 2 L &2 5,

4.3.1. FEMEEHEY (nonprice rationing) DFAERA I =X A

EREIYORERA N = AL EZMBT 572012, FTIEHEROIERIFRIERES L OO E
TRHIMENFE L R2WGAE 2B 8T 5, T2bb, THUMEFICE D277 —A P |
DEBRETH D, WIZENLORBENBEMAE L, EHIRSIO&EEZ OMERID) s
BFLHBICONWTELET D, LEB-T, ZOETANLEFICLDE2ED L FRAMNDE
BRE CEo0GFEREIY AT =XL) BB LMD,

HBOET NAEEIILL OB ThD, HLIFiHE T =— I —DREMERAL, LAV
F = 7RIOAEFERBO G & THEEFREZ1T-oT0b ET5, EEFBOLZDICIT—T—
WY OEERESENPMLETHY | B o=l EnE Rs. 1 EIRET D, FatididhE
BHEZERAA L TWRND, EEEEDOTDICEE N LI L 725, IS B3R
EDOZFFIOIMENEEPET A LT 5, EFEREDORIMERIT p T, 20546, Bl =—
=40 YOWREEHEDL LT D, Lizho TEERENERT 2HRIT Ip T, TOHHZ
FIAE e 2155, FiOBRFTSEEZ#ERT 2013, BfioELHLAOHG 5L b w
1=—H"—2Y) ThHd, ZZTEFIIVRIPINRT Vv VThD ET 5, EE
DEFIIEFLUND SHG A o N"—2BTHY | TOMBILO T w205 U X7 841 2B
THREUENGFET D EBZXONDD, FEHZIZY AT HPSITH D EHETH 2 &M
T&5, DF0, EHOHICLEN->TY R BEIIELSENH DL ERETEIE. £
Bk TU A7 PR BERRENRINS NS EHETE 5, EHATHEIEEHEAN T, §
FOWKEMNT 1+ ThH D, EATHTOmIE| (EFIZLDAEERE) PHESHICHET
HHERESINTND :pY —w>1+T1,
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4.3.1.1 FEROFEXNFHREMESFELRVEE 1 77 — R PR ORI

FPIIEROIENTERE Gk, T 7 AT —R) BLORKOEITIE I EE T
TELRWTr—R & 05T 5, 18 HERANIEFIC K 2 AERE DR/ RUZ)ES TR {ﬁﬁﬁ
EHET D, 12FFHR, kx 1= =40 OMR LT 5, 72720, EHERGEH IS
S GL RSN TWD SHG 7'u 7T AT, BHRIICHRZERT 5 Z L3 T 7331/\
e, EFPEBNBITICHR > 2 HERBHICHA LB U ZRAE TN bD LT 5

(implicit collateral requlrements) B, ZHUS Ko TIEFOIREE jI2I 1T 2 IHEHEC ITLL
TOLIIIKRLT DI ENTE D,

_(A+ T — (1+1))ifj = success
G = { A-Tk if j = failure (4.1)
BFO1x—I—4 0 OILER; T
_(i—r if j = success
&_{k—ﬂ+r) if] = failure &2

LD, Lo TR NI FORRALIIBEOfiE L 725,
max EU(C)),

subject to:

1+i>20 1P (4.3)
14 14

kT <A (4.4)

(4.3) RITEFOSMHK (participation constraint) T 5, ZNNi7Z S TWBHERY |
BFRIIHFADONZEZEL Z & b, £7-(4.4) KITALPEFK (limited liability constraint)
Thd, 2FEV ., BEFITEEEENKIELIEGEIC, RRKTH A OHES LFEFETER
W2 LA EWT 5, SHG B MF (Z361) 2 A PRGEHI EE 1L, 7EkOMIFE (61 21X Ghatak and
Guinnane 1999) D X 512, ZADOZINE BFEIRFIZAEA LAV MERRIERE (FF A LRR
FIEE) IR D 2 L BAMEM ST BERRET MTEH TERWZ S IZHEENLETH D76,
EFRMES NBITICHE - T2 H BT ERIKI D S A o R L, BEIRFSEED O FZERIZ[EIY
SR E S W EFENRBLRF SND Z L1/ b, (4.1) REBETIUR, Fli 72225
TTHETFRETOREIEZSED ZENREND, DFEV(@.3) KBNS RTHZ RS
Flo, EEREORSTIZOPOOLT —EOEBRKELEZT HZ L (HEFEHEL) %T?—S

T, EROIEFRIENTFAE LVIRIL TR, K 0 IRV ERR (B 2 HEOEIE)
ERETHDOICEDLET, LVEWFITHREZA —p)/pDEIEGTHRETDH I L TR EME

B ZOX D REBREITRICB T AR ERHOHRENL E WO RENBLE L ESH R LD TH D

Z LT, WL ONDOEFIHFIFE THREE I TWS (Ajit et al. 2006, Oommen 2007),

% Z 0K 97 SHG Vﬂpﬁf@@m{%ﬁﬁﬁw (FE AL ARBRAEE) DA RIZ OV TIXHE 5 = TH
W42, 22 TIEMEOTZDIC, ZARRICHED TR < ThH, 73— M — TR ORGER] B I
HEDWTRERFLITORLS TUI ROV EREL TEL,

T2 UHE AT S TREMWE R DAL I TIE AR RBRIERE L A L TW A Z L 2 BT 5,
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BT D2 ENTED, [EFEDFHEMICEWFIFRELIFAD 2 & T, WhIERhENR Y A
7 xT VU TMERINTWD (EEREDY 27125 L T—EDOHBE N ERITHRIES
D), TRHIZ, EYNHERET DR NGEE LR Th, 2 TOHEMICEE L
Bix, GHTSGPZETOIUIITbND 2 &ilkd, 22T, 77— A MRA MORER L
RSO 65 Bk L7 P2 1T 5 5 it Of AFE 2% notional demand & EFHT 5,

4.3.1.2. BROFEMNHENFET 256 FEMBEATYDORE (B FRR FDER)

WOREE, 7 P — FRERFEETIUE, 77— A MRZX M TERINTZL DR
ERMSG ORI DD Z s, T2 TEFIIING ORMEIZHLT 5 7-DI
BB R BRAZZRT 2 LIRET D, ZOBEMBREROZERIT, FFITEBREITOM
RE/MEEEDHA BT 4 T HELTE T AP — FRIEZ#EM L (Hoff and Stiglitz
1990) . TEFET DAFERE DMERE & WV O BIIIARGEER & A IS U TEFEZRV T 2 &
TUNBEE G FEMT 5 (Bester 1987), HHMOIERIFMEMBE L ET MET D722, B
FPMEFITH L TENEZ S L CHBERKIROKYE L 72 2B OHREZZERT 5 &40
ET D, 2F Y s LIS L < BRI E LTk =2 k2 MR 25, ZIZE- T,
BELFAROEME (1 — p)/pDENIG THEOHE/N EABETE 2HHRRL 2D, ZDFE
B AT RE 72 AP O/ NS EAIE ENY  (quantity rationing) T 5, fH/NROHLRZ 2
TR WEFHNE (A<Tk) 1%, FHTSGHOIEBENICHRENDGZ &b, BT
AU, SHGITHEF & LTUTO L S &I 2 i /e EIRAL ) & EBLSE 5, 1FHD
FERFERTENGFAET 2356, B F Th D SHG 1T N LB KR O AR K HEE B E L
7o BT AT LTCBE HEEE O, BB RBITICM - 7o BRICE R RGERI I K-S <
RELEE OIFHEMEY (B OHLRKHE &k 3FEV) REEE D DIEF I A ZEY T
Do FEVREMEEEZREEMAOHME L LTER L TV AESITMH S TRY, Zhizk-
THIZE AL HTHRE#MES 2 RA L, EAIZ% L TIED notional demand 23&% 5 X 5F03,
—HH LI TOFENMIEINTHIRSNLBENEL D (EEMEY) 78,

Z DEGEETRBLT D A B = X L3RRS 5 SHG B MF 1251 % GL O BRI IE
ICEETHD, SHG A MF TIEZ AV — 7 O/MEDORER T v Y = 7 NOMFRINGE (5
HUVNE, TVl NORIIFEREIERICE > TR SN VA7 DX A7) 12d & 3<
~ v F T ETDT, MEPFMARE L o B BINEM TESZE )T HERIC, FHREY
IZHIRRN AR DRy (REURE OMIFHED m V) (EAREE L A7 V=0T 7 L TWV5HD

8 OEEICIE, T 2 TRt L7 EROME FERY I R O FER R R RE SO o JEA TR ] R RE S AR
LA CHRIVELIHETHD, 2F 0, ST 5ORESFEBIRIZIZRY 35 5720, I3
ROFEN (EHERBITICH Y IZ W) HEENSIEICENE 2 K38 L2854, SIS KHED R 21
LT TH, HEEE T DOFEERENMEAMGE 2B 2 T 254 1F, LARICEMEHEIYSIC
HETDHI LD, ZOLHI R —RA L 2LF LRIEKEOHLEET - (TR
\CHER L Q) EAMEREIRYICH > TWAH 7 — A TIE, TNEMIRT L0 DOBEMEENRE L
B D=0, WUNGER SNDIVENDH D, RED 4.5.213FNERIET H2dDE® I > a T
H5,
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Thbd, L -> T, #Mikik L721% T peer selection Z1T7> TCW\5 Z &5, post-peer
selection & FEUN ) ZHEEEZ AL CWVD EE X HILD,

WIZ, =—Y = FHPIED notional demand Z 5, & HIZIEO(E A IZE LTV
7oL LTh. effective demand 23 Ew LD —2%E % %, effective demand IZfFE#HD
FERFRERTENFE L TO DRI T, TRbbEEIEFRER L TVDHEEZEX HILHHE
T TRAETDED Y RRZANOESFRELERIND, =—V = MR E AL T
HENCHRE T DT ODOMEEZITHIENTELICLPDLT, EALRNT & 23R
L7z Thud, ZHIEBTO LS R =20HERNEZE 2 LD,

F—0BRIT, BSIEMTH D, HEMERDEZTIENT 5 7-0IXEER T F A EFIC
FoTaEPRROOND T2, ZOBEMIEMNRKOFT F/T & LUTEFESiL, HifiET
BEPDLEED Y >1+r+w+ (F/T)). ZHUZ X > TIED notional demand % £f-> T
W/e & LT effective demand (3B = & 722 551 HNC L 2EHEY  (transaction-cost
rationing) 23FEET D,

ORI, HRERETLZLIEDI VAT T D, & DK IIFHHE G A N
SEBEMAEK~OT 7 B AMEESNTONTH, BREZBATEEREEZIT IRV IC
RWER Tl d 2 DS HERITEGT 5 Z LN TE DR REE 2185 (W28 %=
THl%) AEEErH 5, Zhad U 27X HEHEY (risk rationing) & FES, DF D,
EFIIFEAIEAHIFF CE 2B ~DT 7B AMERH DI 0o 5T, IARIZIRW 23 H
REIC A T2t ARV RIFENCIEF 325 2 & 2O, FBROIEHTSE»OH0RT 20T
HD,

FE0BRIL, BRICIIMERFOY Vol MR LELTLEMNRAHETHDL, HDL
DA FMIfE (creditworthiness) 237 /L — 7N THXIEIARWIGE, & 0 DITREE % [FRHC
HEEL TV ABEEOERAMENRES L EWnETRINDGAIC, BFhDoEZ Y ¥
=7 FENDOLEFEHEEEET 5 72912 effective demand 73 notional demand % a5
SEnb b, 2k V=7 MaBEZ X 518 HEIY (reject-averse rationing) & EFKT 5,

s X, BEIEHAOKE, FEFOU X7 EHREE, IHIEEFNrLY Y7 SR
HHEZRIZ X - T, 1IED notional demand 23F7E L CHEE DO HGERE (effective demand)
ZEEICH LT —MBFEMITHIET 25/ ET D5 2 L1225,

Z 2 E T, EROIE R R A 2 3D OIS HEIL IZOW TR L7z, 5
—IZEAYERFEIL, RS ORIK TH Y EF O effective demand 235 & e s 4 [A]
STRHZATTWD Sl Ean D, H 2, BEIEM, VA7, V=7 MaEHZ K D1E
FHEPYIET AT XL 5 BREMNHKTH Y, notional demand 73 effective demand % #
ATRFCAETC TS EEZBNLHRTH D,

™ Boucher et al. (2009) 1ZZ® [V Y =7 MNEGEEIZ X HEHAEY ) (TIXE L L TR, 5
DOFETHOWONTZERETIIZ DX A Z7OERERL TN cE TR b1, FEEHENRY

(notional demand 23 = # L < 1% notional demand & effective demand 234 L\Y) 1Z47%H X
ncTna tBEbhns,
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4.3.1.3. #2HIBFIC D &S5 BB IREL 5y DIEE

R U7z X 91, SHG W Tl /e EIRAL oy 2 kT 2 72 DI, BB ABITICH 5 i
FOIRMETF, &)%ﬂ/‘iﬁ%%%ﬂ:ﬁﬁ??ﬁiﬁﬁfafi@%ﬁii5§§é:iﬁZﬁﬁﬂﬁ?fﬁﬂiiﬁﬁ?é?ﬁﬁﬁ>ﬁib‘ﬁ%ﬁi
WCEENIEE D Z LD, ZORHMET L 72 5 F 5 return to capital 73 < FFERAELIZHH
ARG TE D Z &0, FEXIICHE CTh 2 AraetEd @ < . & O%5E el 70 B IR AL 13
anti-poor 727k & A Te, Z Z T pro-poor 72 EIREL D DA E L & T DSBS FET
L0 ThIVUE, FEREREDIIET S22 L b, K0 EMICIE, a0k 5k
it U 7= &IREBL 5> O T C SHG IHENIHESE T 2 FHIRRIER 25, FhanyBist Jﬂéo 7= < SHG
EEV AR 5 2 &b REIM 2RI Z EE S fﬁb\ﬁﬁé V. tHEpBHEic Lo BES
7= pro-poor 7 EREL N EMIMNICHEB T2 L2k b, H3ET %ﬁiﬂt oz, 1~
P-&~7?M?m\Emm(w%)%Hdm%%mD%_iof/7vx-ﬁ7J~y;
(kshamikkuka) & FRIEA0 2 A2 AL &R0 - 56 (A8 A9 728 4712 55 < R4k A Hl 4t
(profit-sharing norm) DIFENFER SN TV D,

REFFRBRIR L LTV DA HE—#H T, BERETHLI T —T 41—V —v—
(adivasies) &AEECHIBFRICALE N OBEL CEX NI —A N THDHF = v 7 1 (chetty)
Z PUDICEMETR IS G R0 Bas s T T GELIESE 3 o 32.43 Il

V) FRENOIG DL BRI Z fREF LN 6, BB Z 2 70 B#iE
L7329 T, ZROEZIZHH2NAEIHE (intrinsic motivation, Benabou and Tirole
2003) (FFESEIBIEL L LCHIESMAN TEZEEZX BN D, 1940 FAROMSLLFNIEY
Uy by ERHINDA 2=V =V NT Ty T ¢ LTS 578
TEPFAEL, BHEFBUECEDETHEZLLARRLHEAFL TS, VY - Ty
by DFEIBIZEDE T, v 7 4 LETNIHEEREZMES RHGMEBEI RN EEN, 2bbb
HEZ B ST OOLHFEE THE-> T 5, Dreze and Sen (1997) X2 9 L7-EB|DIFEL
%#&LT%%%@%V?V?47€T?iﬁ<ﬁA%ﬁ47?V?47 D F Y

HOFEZHERL CBY . BEERICHEMETIL, 7V R « A7) =V o ERRELAH

%5753%2@ A i SR A Y (N

4.3.2. MEERSICRIT 5ERENLRERRE

~A 7 uu—rDORHNE (BEAFE, BEARHE, &F, REAT T 2—) OREHET
% SHG 23 > T\ 572, SHG 71 27T AIREERICEAZE DX A 7 LATENCE L TF
NENAZ ) —= TR E=X U U B2 NE LT D Z L1275 (Ajit et al. 2006,
Oommen 2007), A/NEICIEAT/INE CEERAVIZE R SV FEMEE AERY OFEA =X
LRIDO R, BEOMET L EFICL 2 BEEREOHE L BA ARt 572010,
RO CESE Lsks ¥, BARMICIE SHG WNESIZEB T D& OFL/ A =X Bk
ZODAT—=VIIHIRT D, F—DAT —UREAR LT K D EE HEE IS 5 B AR
ETHY, FBE_OAT =V, MEOHRHELRMMIT-BFICLIBEERETHDL, 20

75



L ZHODAT =V MU TREENRE S, BRENKDD ETOBMEn— WA
JNWVEMNSZLLTD,

Figure 4-1 A Sequential Decision-making in Demand-side

A SHG member (1)

The first-best choice
No demand Notional demand (DV)

he second-best choice

Partial
apply

Not apply Not apply

!
Effective demand (D* > 0) Demand-side rationing R” = DV — D

4321 BB —RAT—V  BEAFEECL O RMEREICETIERRE

AT =V TOMBAFLEEICLH2BERREZI LI >OBEIChEIND (Figure
4-1 2, — O HOREEIL, HFMOIERIFRERME & KRBT TIRBIF-EOFLE L7220 IRPL
TICBFL77—A MR MOBERRETHY . Z2OHDOMEBILE DT BNFET DR
TTOED Y R FOFRRETH D, 77 —A F_A DORIRTHEL, EAMGLEEOTH
213 notional demand & EF I 4L, FTHAII A 2 TFEEE (a demand-for-credit
function in the traditional meaning) (ZJ& > CikE % (Diagne et al. 2000), FjD/NEIT
EFLIZLOIZ, ==Y = FIED notional demand &5 AMBICEmM L TV TH, &
71 R N DRI Tl effective demand 23 2§ L < % notional demand X ¥ 072 < 72
LDHBIAET D, HRICHDERIL, BEIERMC L D2HRHGOR T, HRERRT D
ZEITES VA7 O, BFICLD Y V=2 FOREBD=>TH 2, ZibDOERIIfE
AMEHIC LD ARENREATSNOOBEEZRT Z L1225, LER->T, ZOL57
fE AT 1 Figure 4-1 TlE [partial apply) & 5 \ME [not apply) (28I N5 Z &I
725, & 512 notional demand & effective demand D7 & 75| OfE FHE24 (demand-side
rationing) & EFRT D,
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Figure 4-2 A Sequential Decision-making in Supply-side

Effectivedemand (Df > 0)

Other SHG members

Partial
accept

|
Loan supply (S > 0) Supply-side rationing RS = Df — §

4322 BAT—V BEOHFBLRMMNIILRFICLIBERRE

BOAT U T, BFET b HEME HEEE SO SHG # 3 =%, HifafoeTr
KRBT D0 (accept) . ZDO—EEIAAT 5 THEET 520> (partial accept), ERICEIT
LTLE 97 (not accept) DERRELITS (Figure 4-2 M), H AT — U Tl
effective demand 7> H5HFIZ L o THHE S D 1EH &2 51\ 7240 4 A 05 H 1Y

(supply-side rationing) & EFT 25, Z I T, BTFIZ L > T SHG WL Chci 72 & JRAL
DNEBLT D LEEZLNDD, FROIETPRIERE O A TR O1E AE S ORREENE
6T Z LITEERKLETH L, HmiRBiBlILL OB Th 5, Fi/NE Tl Lz
0. BEROFEMSFEMBENFE LR TIIET7 7 — A B_XZX K TEIRN L7ZIED notional
demand 7° effective demand &% L <725, ZOK, HHE— WA 7 /LITEBWTEEIC
AETE 2B OBE LI EIRAH 5728, L = Yl ef fective demand,; 23 7= SV 5 W
WD (72720 niZ 7 v—7 A N0, ZOXDBRRNLOLEITIE, EERBITICHY 20
BT, HDHWVIIEBFEITICH > THIRESZ EULT 2 72 O OHRAFEED B ME T2 5
BN IND Z LD, MR IS ZODERIE LD bH-oTnDH ENH
ERCEAMEORNEFIL, el (&ErY) EHERYICH]S Z 2225, #iETuE,
THROIEAPRMEREN AL L2 WIEE T ORI EAELIIFEL D 20 TH D (KE
DE 78 OB LSRRIV, FROIEHMERMEDNFEET 256 1%, effective
demand 287 7 — A F XA F Di#IR (notional demand) LV LKL 25720, FIFTE %
MEHENRF L TH LR LIFERBINDIMBERIIEND L2725, —FHT, KIERLE L S
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NLBBMHGEEN 7 7 — A PR FOBIR KL D LB 5720, BEAESICEEmT 5
MENEL< 10D, LoD o TEROIESFRERES G M OFEHAEY 2 B I T 50 E )
DL, FEER e TH D,

FHIT D & RETHOLHEGmINEAIT, SHG NI T 2 &k & B WIZISL T
HDH=ZDoDNT IV —IZHETHZ LI D, Fhuk, EEHAEY (un-rationing) . G
IO1E HEYY (supply-side rationing) . FFEHOfE HEY (demand-side rationing) T&H
Do

FFDE. DN, & LTS % Z =<t effective demand, notional demand, SHG 2%t i 12k
BT ARKBOBHAE TS, DE =DN < S;0WF, @& Oy (loan allocation) (315 %Y
EHIERE LTV RN EIZ2 D, ZORPEAL L TWIUE, WO IERFMER EC BT
PRIEIRIEIIAAE LR 2 &2 2%, £72. DF < DN 7»oDF < S;oBA1%, FHEMOEM
B MRE T TS, effective demand 23 notional demand X 0 X\ oid, B5 1 HIZ X 5 1EH
FY, VAZICKDERAEY, VY MEBIZ K 2EREY, oWnTFrn il TH 5,
BAZIZ.S; < Df < DY DIERAL L TV D556 GO EFFIY 2 E T T D, 205U,
BN RLTNDINEI DD DPDOOLTERIND Z EICHEERLETH D,

4.4, T —H

KRED 4.5, FEOFESHTT THOWOND T =21, WOORENRH D, FH—IiL, EZHN
B REEZ AT 2008 FICIE LT T —2 Th %, 5 %, 2011 4F 3 FICHEM L7-fRA T
Bohiz, WE 1 FEEO _FM* Yy Y —7 (dyadic network) 7—4% Th b, H =1L,
2011 4F 3 HIZ 50 L 7o iR 2Bz 8 U CHIE SN T RR&IFICET 27— 2 Th b, B
DU, Al B RR2s HINEE &7z 2007 —08 4RICED ~A 7 na— ORGIZET 57 —% T
HD,

DIFTCik, AEOMBEEMEEENSH D LOIILK-> T, BEMEREL Ry VU — 7
DFERIZOWTERIRHFH 2 W28 BRI 2, 20k, KEOFESHT THEERIC
HAWbn 2@ AN OT =& Zind 5, 207 —4%7) Figure 4-1 &1 Figure 4-2 O
T ) —EEIHE LTV D, RIS, BREEROT A L Eho R TRlE
SN DFEBHRIFIZ OV TR L, FRibfeaT 2 W CHER T — % oI filin Tl <,

4.4.1. HUEREHRE

B ERAEIIFEH RO ZfEEE AW, FEHH T, RRITIC L % Living
Standard Measurement Study (LSMS) 7% E5EE L CHRARM R4S - BRFMEIEIC OV TS
WaED T, BARAITIIZFGMER., ZEKE, @EIRRE, SMNB 6 0%E, FIEN O
W, Ry, R R, BRI - FERNEE S, EERi, BEEEE, mAHE

80 IR, TN D OGO KA, FEHEIEZE ZTIEERATIIRNLE WS 2 & TH D,
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B, @2 1 EROA v 7+ —<b s T —~< ARG R EOFREEATWD, FEH
TiX, AR, = —2 SO, RFREOHER ., RFIG B o AR, 2R
EREMY (7, BH, &b ORW, g T T FRERR, (FERMEME R SlconT
MECHTREE (R HRI B&  ITV O KRS St.Mary's College D#dR) % %G\ HHEHA &
1To7

4.4.1.1. SHG O#ifbicBiF 5~y F v 7 DER

Table 4-1 Economic and Social Factors in Organizing SHG

Within Within tvalue
Actual GP  RandomGP
Social Heterogeneity (%) 0.62 0.81 -2.82 **
Geographical distance (m) 150.22 829.47 -4.11 ***
Network index
Group-level density 0.73 0.62 183 *
Overall clustering 0.39 0.11 223 **
Standard deviation for economic index
Total income (Rs) 17680.42 18251.48 -0.98
Land (cents) 66.37 81.63 -1.92 *
Asset (Rs) 27785.91 25705.30 0.71
Risk preference froma lab experiment 22.38 21.83 1.08

Source: Questionnaire survey 2008 and 2011

TR D ERGERIEE 2 8] L7z GL T, 1RO T 27 REOWN, &0 bl
WO E A fRH 3 2 BRERAVRIR & L CU X7 I L CRE R 7 Vv — 7 S S s &
I MENXFRF SN TE 7 (e.g. Ghatak 1999), L2 L7226, KED 4.2.1. THBH L X
I\Z SHG ! MF TiX, fffbicBWT a2 a2 =7 ¢ WO i & T L LBtk
BARDOBERR 2R 7201, HERAYTEMEIZ D WML 2 S TWh D ATREMEA |, AR
HEOIFEDHITIB N TR, £ ORI EMEIZ DWWk L (U 2 ZI2B$ % positive
assortative matching, D% U AHAEEDOARKIL) ZRiTEE U CTHERHRER 2N L T\ b7
D, ANETEDOIESE A RT T —F R L2,

Table 4-1 IZFEFED 7 NV — T WEOFEIE & | AR GREEE 220 L2 T % LITHAED
BN —TNBORELZ LB LEZLO TH 58, I3 REME (Social
heterogeneity) (2R3 % fEtE & HIPRAY 72 BERfE (geographical distance) (ZBH9 % fRtEs2(C

Y

8l ZZTEMLTWS [ZUFNIITN—THBT 5] FiER, 220 HEOFHEEE2T
AU W~_EEZ . ENDEEDOSE SHG ODABIZEbET—IL—7¢L LTRY > TWVE 18 D
HE SHG Z1ED EWVWHI DO TH D,

ns
) ) o Zse(o_lg)z_ o _distance;j/ng .
82 Geographical distance (FRDOXTEFEIND, A . 7212 L. distance;;

18
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DWTEEED SHG O BRFHHNCA BITIRN 2 &3 BTl 5, FriC B 2 BBkl D

TIE 5 ELL EDENRH D Z L ITFHBHITH 5, AT E It B ] T D BRI
Btz 9 2 FatlA L CTEBEO SHG IR SN TW5D, X MU —7 OffiEZ Mo ifEd 2
72812, group-level density & overall clustering ZfRaE7 2 & LA T D VR X 583,
I, EERO SHG WE TRV EEDRVR y MU —ZBENER SN TR Y | BEIZE
VKD SNTAELRBREIE DFERFHA D, B AT, 7T AZ =N I N5 EIEG 1 ERR
® SHG T0.39 THLHDIZX LT, ZrH A~y F 7 L7z SHG TiE0.11 L H#aHIIC
AEIENZ LAV LTz, L72hi> T, EERO SHG DA%y MU —27 OREENH T T
WAHBLDTHDLI ERNbnsd, ZNHDI bt - HIBIRgIZITW T v 7T AN
[Al+C SHG BN STV 5 Lt iT ©iLtbd, —7F T, positive assortative matching
DAELTND &V R EFEBPICIERT 272012, BEEEICET 5 7 0 — T NORE
HEREDOVEZ R LIZONREDO TETH D, b EERBEMERIT, BEFEERICL-
THESNT= Y R 7 @8I OFEMERAZDFIIENR FEER D SHG T 22.38, 7 ¥ AITER LTZ
SHG T 21.83 L 722 D HERIHNICAERERITBO bNRP-S TR TH D, ZINbrRrsh
O, VAZBIFICE L CRBERZNV— T DR EN TS EIFST LHE R0 En
9 & ThD, MR LUEEEETOMAICABERERBRIE SR oTcZ & &
BbEL L, D b U AT BIFORIFEIEMEIZE] LT positive assortative matching
MDAET TS LIFFE R0,

4.4.1.2. IN—THNEBOEEEST A T =X 5

ANEO HIE, SHG NEFCTHESEA L TV DD E WD ik, BIIE OFTSREICE
HLZ2AG, itz AVl LMTT 528 ThHD, Table 4-2 & Table 4-3 (X, SHG
NEBODE 4L 4y % TGS R L7 b D THHR, ZORNLHLNRDIZRD 5 15
Thd,

—, fBEAMHEEY 173 5 (&2EO 79%) 12t E5— T, IEEEZE (Micro
Enterprise) ~O& - fHELZTT> TWHHHIZ, 57 7 LI 2, IHIBFEEORFIT
3~10 4 DIEEN 7 )V — 7 Z BALIEE SN 572010, EEO/DBEFEZEORIT S Sz 70
LEZOND, £SITSHG B MF 2SEARF AT 513 LREL TWDH— T, MF /»
5 OMEAEITLGUEE SN TV A/ NI ERORE L IR OABR TSN TNS Z &8
TIN5,

Fi & jENENOREHBOERETH D, Elondd /7 v—7"s O A TH 5,

8 ZZTORy NU—IZHEICRBNT/ — K (node) MITY 7 MBSO, Hi%/ —
REITA 74—~V RERIE S LT ERHEZT > TV L HE TH D, it Gl
2010 fE D 1 £ TdH %, Group-level density 1% Y18 2i di /n(n — 1), Overall clustering

Zi#{jkeg|k#)j,JENi(9)KEN;(G)} s i 22
Y S H Gl JeN o) keN (o)) TERIND, 272 L. diE. Fiti ok GEfE L TWb U > 750

Thb, £77. glZV 7 THEL TS ) — ROEAT, N(QIEFeti &V 7 B8 FEIENnT
mé/—P@%ﬁf%éoﬁb<m\h¢wn@m&mm)%£%éntmo
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. TSRS RE & BAERYICRI AR (B ETEREE I3 T D AL 44 {725 O D F
%ﬁm@ﬁﬂ%M?é@ﬁﬂﬁfﬁhéoitqﬂ%%ﬁm$mmtof@%1%gmzﬁ%
MOEVHEIED 46.4%F T, S HICHE R REAEMNSFAET 5, NHBFEELZEFEL T
WA AT ONT B RIS EAER %< . RARRE G5 1HE) 280 TX 3 7
WETHOHRTH D,

=, ENE R L CTESE AR & ITHE 1 FEJE (Rs. 2,736) & B VIEE (Rs. 25,498)
TOFMOAE VRO N D, SHG NEOREF ARIUIHAL N EBITREL TWD &
Wz 5,

Pz, ES {4 CHesl L7- Table 4-3 & /L5 &, SHG 26 O AFIIEA v & —F v
0— M THLZ NN (M F—F e — 152, 27 A X —F a—:
67 1),

BRI, A F—FAn—ry (FA—TNEM) L= 2F—Frua—r (ST
%) OMIFEHIT EEA~OREMADIFET 25, SITEERE I8V TE OB 23 BEE
Thbd, HIBEERD SEAEITDT N 2HTHY , FHBEALEED Rs. 6,250 &4
RN RET 5 455D 1 REDKETH 5,

LU E SHG D& B Hd /7 12 DWW CRLBHE R4 AV Tilkam L T & 7o fE R A ZA 74U,
SHG i Téﬂ% RO & U CHTSMEE CA7c Blg~OmEMM S FE L2, 2
VR ST S S ORI A - BRI OWTATS LAEN TAEZ2ER L TWA DT
%éomKT\F%i&%%a@kéﬁﬁﬁm&g%kbf\mﬁﬁ%%%@%#%ﬁ%
DR D72 N S B E T o Tz,

Table 4-2 Loan Allocation within SHG

Income level No. of borrowers Total loan Average loan ) MEs
. i No. of borrowing
(HH) (% in income level) (Rs) (% in total) (Rs) (no. of HHs)
I 22 50.0 60,200 25 2,736 150 3
o 30 68.2 166,000 70 5,533 166 7
m 41 93.2 350,050 148 8,538 230 12
v 37 84.1 689,500 29.2 18,635 235 12
\ 43 97.7 1,096,400 46.4 25,498 318 23
Total 173 78.6 2,362,150 100 13,654 1099 57

Source: Questionnaire survey in 2008

Notes: No. of borrowers is the households who have outstanding loans from SHG in a survey period. Average loan = total loan / no. of borrowers. No.
of borrowing is the cases of transactions during 2007-08. Mes = no. of borrowers who start microenterprise by borrowing external loans from formal
banks.
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Table 4-3 Loan Allocation within SHG by Loan Types

Internal loans External loans
Income level No. of transactions ~ Average loans No. of transactions ~ Average loans
(%0) (Rs) (%) (Rs)
I 20 13 2,385 2 3 6,250
I 26 17 2,923 7 10 12,857
I 38 25 3,422 12 18 18,333
v 33 22 4,773 16 24 33,250
\ 35 23 5,840 30 45 29,733
Total 152 100 4,050 67 100 26,067

Source: Questionnare survey in 2008
Notes: Average loans = total laons in a certain income level / 44 HHs.

4.4.1.3. 7 oHESIT THWDIELERE
BRI IREILARE DG &0 TH WL 2 i O Ft ik k5t % Table 4-4 [ZHEF L T <,
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Table 4-4 List of Variables in Econometric Specifications

Variables Obs Mean Std. Dev Min Max
Economic Outcomes
Total income (Rs.) 220 35,147.50 18,951.48 3,680.00 103,000.00
Agricultural income (Rs.) 220 9,648.50 11,002.19 1,000.00 75,000.00
Food expenditure (Rs.) 220 274.18 281.45 84.74 929.05
Food expenditure (2) (Rs.) 220 141.27 102.12 54.22 341.14
Non-food expenditure (Rs.) 220 311.23 274.81 63.08 1,029.14
Total Fixed assets (Rs.) 220 10,632.24 10,837.71 1,284.00 39,812.31
Total Savings (Rs.) 220 5,699.09 6,389.22 0.00 100,000.00
Characteristics of Household
Landholdings (100m2) 220 69.27 81.63 0.00 410.00
Government transfer (Rs.) 220 189.64 676.17 0.00 5,500.00
No. of family labor (age 16-59) 220 2.99 1.18 0.00 7.00
No. of family member 220 4.03 120 1.00 9.00
Characteristics of Household head
Educational attainment 220 2.66 115 1.00 5.00
Age 220 45.19 10.66 24.00 78.00
Dummy for female household head 220 0.17 0.38 0.00 1.00
Characteristics of a SHG member
Age 220 40.16 9.91 18.00 70.00
Educational attainment 220 3.62 1.02 1.00 5.00
Residential year 220 3257 10.85 3.00 58.00
Dummy for experience of emigrant 220 0.04 0.19 0.00 1.00
Private transfer within village (Rs) 220 1,136.36 4,635.53 0.00 30,000.00
Characterisitics of SHG
Social homogeneity 220 0.54 0.19 0.25 1.00
Total number of participants 220 12.59 223 9.00 17.00
Financial transaction
Dummy for potential demand for loans 220 0.93 0.51 0.00 1.00
Dummy for credit constraint 220 0.80 0.40 0.00 1.00
Friends, relatives (Rs.) 220 342.73 907.95 0.00 7,800.00
Money lender (Rs.) 220 31591 1,999.19 0.00 19,000.00
SHG(Rs.) 220 10,737.05 15,773.73 0.00 72,500.00
Credit cooperatives (Rs.) 220 3,363.64 15,688.01 0.00 175,000.00
Commercial bank (Rs.) 220 3,643.18 22,516.89 0.00 250,000.00
Government Bank (Rs.) 220 2,900.00 13,461.22 0.00 150,000.00
Total loans (Rs.) 220 22,262.27 37,995.45 0.00 365,000.00
SHGMON (month) 220 4451 18.59 0.00 72.00
Default experience of SHG loans: DEF (days) 220 2.89 6.33 0.00 35.00

Notes: Food expenditure, food expenditure (2), and non-food expenditure are defined as monthly per capita consumer expenditure (MPCE),
MPCE only during a non-harvesting season, and MPCE only for non-food goods. These definitions follow the ones adopted in an all-
India sample survey of households consumer expenditure conducted by NSS.

4.4.1.4. MEOHFE L AEICHET DREBME (F—2Y ) —HEE)

Figure 4-1, Figure 4-2 IZEK B IN TV O K EEIREICHYT 207 TV —OFFHET —
Z1%.20074F 10 H 705 2008 4 10 H £ TOEA L7 V—T7 OER B, bIRE S 7,
T=ZIHEITOND I —T 4 VTR TED LTV DT, Fal 122V TR 50 #4)
DEREFLNRNT —H o TS, Lo, & SHG T —7 ¢ 7 2 {ET 20EH
MBI o TND LR, I =T 4 7 OWNERE TIIEH kT TIT 5 70 B R 252211
M THDHT-O, EMISIZT /3T A R« 3%V T —X Th 5, notional demand, effective
demand. loan supply O@FH & HLE L OmEREICE SV THIES LTV D,
notional demand (Z- DV TIEaFL HEEH 6 OIFHIZT TId/e < | ABAY72 (counterfactual)
BWAEITH) 2L TT— 2 OBEMEE MR Lic, BARMRFIAE FIEIZLTO#EY Th 5,
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FPem AR, MERFEREAE (ROI—T 4 7 CTRELZHFFEL LD LFHE L T
LBME) D, mﬁﬁ%OD%lJJﬂﬁ@ﬁ@ ICESWORERMEBEAF L, Zhzidsd 52
LMFHATT BTV D8, 2T, FBIEDE OFHFHEICOWTEEICEZ D Z &
L, BEEREITZHCZEEZEK LTS, ELTEBIZI —7T 4 7 CRlE % H75
THEIC, €D (b EWTHENZ) MESEHLZZOEEHFELLON, BHL THE
LIZDPZOWTHEIH L L BICRERT 52 LIl >TnD, LEN->T, ZIMnLEE
HFEEPE TV DB OESFEN LIRS N0 R T —2 L LTSNS 72D, FEM
DEMELOEENPHETE 52 &Il D, MEOHBEHE L EREOHFEFI OV TIX
TN =B TEHEN TV D &R A RIS LRSS Z LIl > T %, Table 4-5 TiX,
Z 2 TOMARSEED notional demand, FEFROHFEEFH) effective demand & EFR ST
W5, SRARRICREIN TV IRED THAE) @RI Tl THHOKM 258 Lk
ETothy RRR MIBTHMERFETHHHEIT. THETHI L TE LTI
notional demand ZHIETE RN LIZRD, TOX O —A%&fE LT, HEEMRA
Z M\ T notional demand ZH ML, @FEALNODOT —& & OBEMZER LT, ER
ERETIE, FTEI—T 47128V T no apply without no demand| @747 — & %
ET D, TDOEDI TREHDIFFEDI—T 4 7 TxA 7 nn—rOEANZHFE LR
SO LERMT 5, ZOBEOEZEAR, (1) 1do not need a loan, (2) The interest rate is
too high, (3) Farming or main occupation does not give me enough to repay a debt, (4) I
prefer working with my own liquidity @ E#Z 72 5728513 Tno apply without no
demand] 725, AT, ENLSND T —RIRTHLIFFEDI —T 4 L 7IZHBNT
1IE® notional demand ZFf-> T\ Z &7 b, D —AIZRE LT, lTapplyl. rpartial
apply). notapply] @ ENIIHEYTH0VERMT D, BEH _OOHLEITIE, 61T MRIC
RIEMED K5 & LT RplC R & iﬁo’(b‘tf’ﬁ%ﬂﬁ#ﬁ% L7e%a. homE L?’:ﬁ%ﬁ?’: i
BV oD ZENRIEENTHE, WS OHFFETL200 EEM L, ZOEMIZE > T,
HX’?I%’?H% YR 7EE, VY =r MEREZ L DEHE Y SR S IREEAEY LT
OERNTKET 2 [EZ 2 notional demand D&FE L 725, ZOEFENEHI AT &S
E’J‘(“&)éﬁ‘ﬁﬁﬁﬁ L. B2 585 2134803 "V 5 % notional demand & E#% L7z,
%%’ié%—2?~v®ﬁ~&Ei%*XTHViD%§%ZTH&%W6’kﬁ°

& 5, effective demand IIfE REEFAIC BT 2720, A - 70— O4RH L)
ODHDHZENTED, b, racceth [partial accept]. [not acceptj DEDHT Y
—IZHFINDDMITHONTE, BFOeR AR (BEI NG AICIEeR s D) i

ST 5, %\_75)%%\7373J*OD%EYE'%C%Hé_J:ﬁVG‘%éO

84 B HANCADLETCED L I REMFHBE 2 TAHREINNIHONWTEL, A VX —Fra—r %
FIHT 27D EMHT N TOTSMBARICET S hL—= 7 THEIND, SHIC, &
HEEE LT NZEN OB ARFIT OV Thel 72 A58 & I F kL, IRBRHEICOWT, 7 m s 7
AaA—F 4 X —HF—LMRT D ERRTH D,
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Table 4-5 Descriptive Statistics Regarding Application and Acceptance of Microloan

The no. of

observation Average (Rs.) S.D.
The fist stage: a sequential decision-making in demand side
Notional demand > 0
Not apply 405 0 0
Partial apply 231 615.87 721.29
Apply 362 598.19 605.53
No demand = not apply 8,843 0 0
Total 9,841 36.00 1798.14
The second stage: a sequential decision-making in supply side
Effective demand > 0 593 605.08 798.14
Not accept 280 0 0
Partial accept 139 523.98 731.87
Accept 174 372.10 639.08

Note: Data are corrected from personal and group financial diaries during Oct 2007
to Oct 2008.

Table 4-5 WOLUTDT 77 T 7 AT 4 T A%TGHIENTE D, £TEBUIIEK
9,841 MW, #J 90%72’ Inot apply without no demand ] IZ/3E S5, & BT, IED notional
demand % FFORIE HFHEME ON, FEITH 41%BTRICHFFEZ L VLD TR Y FFE
DOIEHEYIZER LTW5, [partial apply)] &&DOENIL, ZOFEIEITH 64%I28 15,
ZHE TORATHIENBFICL 2EMEL DL ZHRL LTV ZlHll, ZOFRE[DE
MFE A2 Fim L TLEY, SHG NEOEBRy DERE I 2 2 LN TE TV
Mole bR IND, KREDOI 7 adt@&o T, 220 2FEMOEHEL R ED K ) 7p8
HTELTWDLIONHLMNE 2D, KZEIC, BREHERY (FFAOERHERY) 1% 419 1+
T, ZOREFITHT 2EEITH T1% E > TEY . 2HH BHBITEWEIS L 22> TN D,

4.4.2. BEEBROTV A o LSHREE L OHANHE

AT TIL SHG 7’1 77 ABINE OB HNRIAIZRET 537 A — 2 Z4fiE T 2720, &
SR 7 — o, ERE S — A BRREIC L D RS WG S B ICART D MERE S —
I, BB — L, B —5, L) b ODOREEREIT o7, F- 2D DOERIC
Mz T, BMEDO IV A7t 58 AP H 72D Y 27 #E 57— (Schechter 2007)
AT olz, U A7 BFIIHESNNREH 5 OISR L 13RO LK TH D08, #hikd D X
912 peer selection DFRAED T2 DI AN R]RIREM CTHHT-OICERAEEM LT, £/, U A
JIRIFZOLOIFHEEBBRER TG TN 2N EBEZ LN, BHEFS—AICBT R
REMEHECERIEZ T TR VA7 EEEIC LB I N LD, BES— L0/ R%
FDIZANTZFHEOT TMAERE LCay e — LT3 0E R H 5, if L <X Schechter
(2007) S Ihiz\v, LN TR, EREFEROT VA 2 &2 2 THIE S D sk
WZOWTHAT S, L, BEHICLHIESHELWHRERBICART IMEE S —L L
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et By — Ll U CHINE S5 Haa0IFE, 5 5 B THW D T4/ CIEm L
720N,

AMFFETILFERRE RISV THIRE OEAMES IR S AU BREE T CHIE S D)
841 % [the innate social preference| & EF L., FEEAVEDOEREE T CHIE I HrharTiE
itf % Tthe identified social preference] & EFKT 585, RELIFOFESHTIZIBWTIX, A
FHaEEB LI L, BEENELBEET D,

PEVERY 7R 2R - ATEVRGE FOMBIZIE > T, AEMHE 7 — 2B 5 71— T FE
DOEFREZ BIEY 721 /1 3 (reciprocal cooperation) . MEFH 77— LMMZB T DI EHIT X
LIRS ERIMNE, BT — 2B D2 REFICL DR ELEH, INEH OREH I
T HRSFHLEENEE TN ENERT HZ & LT 5 (Camerer and Fehr 2004, Levitt and
List 2007),

RAONAT o I2ERIE, o It fitig 77— 4 Tédh %5 (Roth and Kagel 1995), =
DEBRTEIPIRE D 4 N0 V=TTl SN D, 77 NORINIHHPRE T Rs.100

(Rs.10 #EHEDY 10 ) MA-T-HFHEZEIND, ZOHNE 7NV —THEITKRET H 04
EFICE LB BREERET D, IN—THE~DEHFELEFTEREICL-T 2
B EN A NDT N =T AN EN D, DT N—T HEASDREEEN,
WiBRE O H AW F1 % (reciprocal cooperation) & EFE S5, ARG 7 — A%,
PRFE DOEAVEICEA L TR D ZSOORETIToI e, $—ORETIE, HERE M TrEe
7RPR Y FEAPEA AR LTI CEBRDENE Sz, DF 0 #EBRE XA LS D 3 AD 53—
N —RRA—EEOHOHENTH LD LN D ZTE LD SILTWARWRE T, BERREL

85 AMFFEICI T 5 FEREER T [EAMENHERINIRIE] &%, BT TRERNEN LT
VHELTRIINTCELOWRE L T LA T DRE] O L ThHDL, MEES—L BET— L4
BB — 2BV T HREETH 5, BARMIZIT SR REATED F CTEBREITHI XE THDH M,
DU OBEH b EER-ATENR S 7 CIXERESGNICW DN E T U X A~ vy F 2 73 50k
Z TEAMEPHLR S NIORDL) AT T ENHFRINTEY , AL ENITHES> TS, FE
BREg SEBR & SS9 D BRI BRIk LT O B EBRICERB G IS WDt~y T 7S
7o BT, EBRS—LAORENFHEINTND Z EERIELRL TERbiwn, e biX, 25
WZIEW R WE L RNWHENE~ vy T 7 LT D & ) EBREREE Tl BRE O EAMITESe
WCHRSND b DD, F—LEZFHEIAToTo R E L TCORB{NRFEE LA LRV LI D

BREOHFL~ YT U7 L TNDHTD HERFIC L 2 BEEREICES S BEBIEN FERITIT T
bR\, 2D, FEBRBICE T HHEHRE OITEIN, e L L9 & LTV DHE5R & 1T
BIOBERICHIE S D ATEEMENE U D, Bl 2L, MERE 7 — LB W TR I EAMEZ RFE L K
FETHE (EBRESGICWRWEN L~y T U T D L) HBREIIERICII S ~vy
FU TSN TORVRR T CEEBREZ RO SN TS EHfiE L TLE 5 728, IEMICFIflE%
BET D ENTE NI EREITHIEN B 50272 - T % (Frohlich, Oppenheimer and
Moore 2001), L7228 THEER - {TEHREFAICB O I, AR Z2HIET 5 & ) FERRAk
DOHEWZEG T LT ECRKRIROEAMEZHET 5 HiEE L TITERSGNICWDEENE T &2 A
WZ~ T T T 5 FENEASFHER TS (i 2007), AKEFIEO L 912 [FERNSGEO
HENE~yF U7 LTS &) EERERE CTHIE Sh ot n@ir 2 MV EZE S e LTI -
TWAHIFEL LT, Karlan (2005), Carpenter and Williams (2010), Goto et al. (2011)7 &3
b5,
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Tole, ZOREMNDAI S ap@ir (AMEWH I EE) 2 2EI2AKH D > T
WAHME TH S & A7 L. the innate reciprocal cooperation] & EFHT 5, B _OFRET
X, HBRE IO NS— N =05 CTH LN ERBTCELIREBCREEREEZTo72, ZOK
ETO/N—FF—1THGERLCSHGIZHTR L TWAD A U N—=0 5T X NIRRT TN D,
L7eRoT, 22 TOIN—THE~OEREREIT. SHG NENZIIT bz BHEY 72 /)
ERERML TWDEBEZLND, /= N =L S N TV D BRE CHIE S b s
HRRA &V D) BT, 5 ORTEICBT 5 M 71503 Tthe identified reciprocal
cooperation| EMESZENTE S, TNENORETHRE L 4 7 v FROEMREET
STz, B U=AMHHE 7 — BB 1T 2 7V —T HEA~ORE &N, I B/
JER LS Z ENTEDLO0E LT CRIBICHI T 28, #ERE 1 OfGr I, ;=
(E-Y)+ %21-:1 Y, L%, T 2T, EIFMHIIRIERE T Rs. 100, VIS E i 0/ L —FHE

HNORERH, SbIp=2, N=4Ths. 1< p<NEY, D=-1+L<c0Li5,

aT[i

L7eRoT, BTCOICEALTY, =083y vaBfil s, Z0O% ) HEM L THE O
72D T N—THEA~FET DN, BRI 11ESL (reciprocal cooperation) & E#
SNHDTHD,

WATAT o T2 BRI, BRIGEINE (strategy method) Z W= EE ¥ —LTHDH, 20D
EEBRCIE, FTHBREN AN Lo~y T rand, 0O ETAIME 7 —
L ETAL XD ICEBEBRE TR R & LT Rs.100 (Rs.10 #EHE2Y 10 £0) 23 A o 745 %
WEND, TZTHHDONR—=FF—ICH L TREEL LT, W OEETE0ERET D,
B 5O/ — b — 3R IR E 2 DT F—REOHED. B LR L SHG IZHTET 24
A& E SNToA 8 =2 NDFE3 NTH D, WD —RITHONWT/3— b — 3 RE D
OORBGRERI LT LT, TNEZHEHT 2 L@ 220, EEOEANMEX, LIT
O _FRIZ P IND, F—EBEOHENR/SI— M —OGE T TIZH S OLRINE DL
DT Ty (BEAMESHASHTWDERE), B &R U SHG ICHTE T 2401 & FriE
SNTZA L N=DN—= N —DHEFITHFICHGOLARINAOND Z LD FEEAME
DEEE), 2FV, ZOF—ALIIBITHREEVHS THD LD Z LN L LITHTF
IR SN D Z LT b, AIEICRT 2%, EAMEDRE T2k T 5 haiiger &
B L, #RE 1A KD 2FMthE (the innate altruism) &S, — 5T, %&ITKHT
Lk, HFEAMEORRE TICHKIT 2Sm@ i L ER L. FFEInFmE (the
identified altruism) & FES,

W, BIERIEEZ WGBS — L2 T 07287, ZOERRTIEX, MEE S —2D L 51
WRE LN —HMORTIZ~v v Frr7Enb, £, PR FRL LTRs.100 5261 %
ZELREKTH D, MEE S — L LB DRI, BEEDINEE (=) ~D%ESE

86 I LWWELBHIT)IEE (2007) @ pp.56-58 LR I 7=\,
87 FEER DG 1T Burks et al. (2003)<X° Bouma et al. (2008) & [ U Tdh 5,
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RO, FREITEOEE 3 FICL, WEHICET R TH L, IHIT, WEEIZE
ZOBENOIESE ST DH I ENTE D, EHOERHENPEHE (trust) & EFE SN,
SN DIRBFENMERM: (trustworthiness) & ERSND, ZOFERT —L1E, #HBRE D
RRH LINEEORGOREITEERRELITO LT A SN TWD, HONEERED
G, IWWEE (ON— M=) ERDOITMEE T — L LRERIC, F—E%DHE), Bl
[ U SHG ICHTBT 242K E SNz A L3 —2 ADEF 3 N TH D, HOLNIEEEDEE
HLILRH L, F—HEEOHED, By LR U SHG IZFTE T 2 A4R1EFFE SN A 3 —2 A
DEF 3 N&ER D, 2L, WEEOLAIZ T (BREH) OBFENRET DENIIKE
BZRET D 2 LI D 700, HFENRIRATELREIEOES (Rs.0 705 Rs.300 % T Rs.30
ZN 7T 11 O D %) TSR L TREGFHZRIET 5L 9RO bND, KHFETIE, IS
BENC L DIRGFED VB A FHEME  (trsutworthiness) & EFR L TW5H, MEE 7 — L L
R LT, W= T —DRE—EHEOHNTHLIGEITEAMENHEA I TV HRE LR
E L, A= SHG DA "—=ThLH LA FEAMDORE TH D LEX D, MIHIZKITLE
#1 (M) % the innate trust/trustworthiness &EFR L., HB&HICE T HEH# () % the
identified trust/trustworthiness & E#& T 5, FEREERO M HFHE Table 4-6 (ZF & o
BTV 5D,
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Table 4-6 Results of Economic Experiments

Variables Obs Mean Std.Dev. Min Max
Panel A: Public Goods Game
Anonymous condition

Contribution in 1st round 220 44.54 30.71 0 100
Contribution in 2nd round 220 43.87 32.05 0 100
Contribution in 3rd round 220 41.49 35.31 0 100
Contribution in 4th round 220 39.66 38.38 0 100
Average contribution 220 42.39 28.83 13.42 93.99
Non-anonymous condition
Contribution in 1st round 220 48.46 3117 0 100
Contribution in 2nd round 220 47.13 32.28 0 100
Contribution in 3rd round 220 50.44 36.34 0 100
Contribution in 4th round 220 51.39 39.08 0 100
Average contribution 220 49.36 30.23 21.59 94.54
Panel B: Dictator Game
Sending amount to the identified person 440 31.81 19.24 0 100
Sending amount to somebody in the same village 220 29.15 20.77 10 90
Sending amount with the pulic information treatment 220 47.85 21.33 10 100
Panel C: Trust Game
Sending amount to the identified person 440 61.19 23.51 10 100
Sending amount to somebody in the same village 220 54.04 24.70 10 80
Sending back amount to the identified person 440 52.53 43.80 0 300
Sending back amount to somebody in the same village 220 48.12 49.22 0 300
Panel D: Ultimatum game
Sending amount to the identified person 440 46.28 20.11 0 100
Sending amount to somebody in the same village 220 39.34 18.92 0 100
Rejection rate by a responder 220 0.09 0.04 0 1
Panel E: Risk Game
Invested amount 220 25.11 19.00 0 100

Note: An anonymous condition in Public Goods Game was played by the half of participants at the first time, while the other half
of participants was assigned to a non-anonymous condition. After four rounds in a certain condition, the former (the latter) was
assigned to a non-anonymous (anonymous) condition. We did not notify there were two conditions in Public Goods Game
beforehand; they could only understand how many times they would play in a certain condition and who the player was at the
time before the first contribution.

4.5. I v HEGHT

AEIIATE £ TOMEam, & 0 DIHERESICEET 202 &HIC, SHGHETED X S
REWREDE L TWD O EFHMIT 2 X 7 r et &RIE PRSI 21T 5. T IEmEM &
&,@®%E&E?%%éﬂé:o@x?~?ﬂowf\%%%%ﬁibé%ﬁ%%ﬁ%
IR HERTRIS 2 IO T B IC T %, IRICIEAZEIZE R LT, SHG NENZIRIT D 1E oIk
PR R &U%ﬁ@ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ®ﬁﬁ%ﬁ$%ﬁ%%%# 295,

45.1. HENREDL S RERTEBIEALTNWDDN?
KNENILL T DO =20 ) H—F 7 = XA F g NZOWTHWEIT 5., L, (1) SHG NE
TED LD 7REFERL S NAEL THDO0, (2) FENED X H ARFEOE B I ER LTV
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LHO0, (3) B XU SHBEN R TRENIM), O=>Th 5,

KETOHMIE, Fatilc>WTH SHG o —r %A 7 b~ (FEOI—F 427
LAUL) TR ENTET VR T AR - ARV T=Z 2T Tb b, LIER->T, &
HEFDEEEIMEZREL, »2HBIKE I —F THOHRGEITENSND V)
ARtk H D, TNDOBMEITFEF LV TAY v 78I, ilx OBl & LTor s
W5,

F 7713 nested logit model (Greene 2011) % HW T, fEAMEFIC L D& HEEIZEET

5 EEE (Figure 4-1) ZH#EGH9 5, ZINE X, #i4c B 5 OB - @M FAmAE,
ffi/*\lﬁ"]%ﬂ%wéik L7=Bic S0V, IED L < IZFEIED notional demand % &> T\
LB, FoMEOBRRRET, EH LIIFEIED EH SO notional demand % FF-270)>
R L %_fﬁbé‘)% ClX not apply with no demand % ZEAH) 72581 (base alternative)
ELT, UTOZ 00BN 1 9EBSEEZ D, UL, () applying. (b) partially
applying. (c) not applying with notional demand T&» 5, Z i 5 DEERFEILIED notional
demand #5:MH: & L TWW5, L7 - T, Figure4-1, Figure4-2 Ciim L7- &k 212, T
EETFIC L D 72 B E OB % | Y2 demand), &\ 9 notional demand (ZB9° %
REE LT2RIC, Yiapply;inb—2&ES LT 5, T2 TX &Y apply; &\ 5 BRI O
WEERE L, Z'p,&Y2demand, L\ W7 7 )b—7F (77 F : branches) DORIEZEA
& F UL, nested logit model (23T 2 IESAEAT & OERIZLL T DO X H12EIT 5,
_ ex}lz(X ij|b9’+Z ir0) : 45

—1 22, eXp(X 1150 + Z'1p6)

Prob[apply;, demand,, | = P;j, =

DIZHMA EMERITILLT O L S IZE T 5,
Pijp = PijipPp
([ exp(X'y1p6) exp(Z'i,0) Zf”lexp(X’mbH)Z ~1€xp(Z';p0)
B (zjl;l eXp(X’mbe)) (ZIL=1eXp(Z’ib6)> ( =12j=1 exp(X'ijp0 + Z'16) )

Zinh, Tl (fitted probability) P, & P, &35 Z LA TE 2, Z OHEGHENIE %
NG D LT~ A/ B a—  OBREOREERSE VX, kW 6T 5 2 L RTE B,
S HICTHEEMOEHEIYOIFAE L ZDOIRRGEHT 5 Z LN TE D, X'yjpPNT bUIZE
EFNDHDIE, SMFORBIEZ T TR, RUr—rA 7 VBT 55EFHE DR,
BRI T O EB R ENEGEND,

WIZ, AEOHFEZ XTI TR FIC L DEERE (Figure 4-2) 254 %, T74bb
BFNRED LD R BHN TRIEREREL T ZER L TWDONEWHnIcT 5, 22T
KA OAE FEIY A T = X LB RIICHE 23 5 72 D12, multinominal logit model % %9
5, ZOFETIVCIE, BINFIZLDIED effective demand =5/ & LT, BEFIILLTFDO=
OOFRIE NS D% ®S LT 5, ZhUL, (a) not accepting, (b) partially accepting, (c)
totally accepting, D =>Tdh b, Vo TNl I a L AT A%kary ba—1L3572H

88 AL D 7= I t D subscript ZE M LT\ 5,
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12, 1IE®D effective demand Z£fOfER %42 7 n vy NET /L THEEF L. & 275 the inverse
Mills ration %% H L multinominal logit model |ZFiEHA & L CTE D D,

Fiia D 53R

FFED nested logit model X° multinominal logit model Z% D F FHEFHF L TH, A0
FZIER RYEER & — R EERNRE L TRV | 22 ORI E £ 0 EFE & SHG NOE
JREE 7 DR RBIRIT R R D720 ([EFBIFT IR RO RMHG, —RRPTRIE T v 2 A
7RPETS Y a v 7 & 7 —)L3 5 profit-sharing norm D) . FEEIZHRE L TREET 5 Z &
INTER, TZTUTOXSICHTRE 0 LT E1T 5,

Yis = Y5 + Yig + sis

T, YE ITEEBERE YL X R s TEU O OHRREZRETH D,
LorL, YE eyl 37— & LTEEEE SRV, LUFORYERZE U CHEGHE %
5%,

YS =vo +iWis +VoZis + &, (4.6)

Yio (TS IRIESZ BHAR 2 PR U TR, Wi 13 Y @ 9 BIERRE R ZIRET D5
BYEDLEL 7 MV T, RAEERE (MAGEEY, F&, BF/). BitkfAE, 780, &=
HRBREFOER - BEKEZE T, o, Zi; TR0 —RFNER, ThRbbM b0y
v I IS ABOREAR L LT, k¥ BOBIEOEM (R0 —ith), REE
VORE, ZEORSR « BEICEAT 24 I 28250 (BeBIE0 28T | &40
AR L oo T D), el ITRAZETHTH 589,

FP. 1 BT (4.6) % OLS CHFHLZOMRIC S & ST, ¥E LY ol
EENTENYE =y + iWis. VE =v,7; L LT D, 52 BelEoHistcix 2 & 71 2/
VT nested logit model & multinominal logit model ZH#£5t3 %, 2 2 BEEDOHERT Ti.
(4.6.) RO BHEBNTIERZE &, bRAEEITNZ D, 2D &, 1X. 7% Y3 D5 bYS
VD ko TR SN o7y Th Y | HEENERE L RN EREE L BICEATRE
BThreBEZb5 (FlE 2008),

Table 4-7 |13 R 2 AT HEFHRE R CH 5, THE TR ORAME SR & L CREMIICH
BETho0IE, FROME, TMAHEEM, FETBR, BEHOFH TH o7, BEHD

89 Z DX DGO E SR 2 R LHERHEZ 52 FIEIRELS ST T22oH 5, O EDIFHE
WF— 2 NOIEFRRER 2 L, RS d % E L 2709575 T (Wolpin 1982). & 9
ONE DX — AL SE 2 s 28 FC [Pl U CIEEEERTH 35 HETH D (Paxson 1992), AZE T
BEDOFEZTRA LTS, 72721, Paxson (1992) 1% YL & YT OHEFEA 1SS 1= OICKIEZE
b % & e AT HE IR E AR O E EZ R TR L TV DS, FEE2D LAFE T 1 /% TCOREN
ELMNER L TWRWe), 2N DOEREZGITICED D Z ENTERY, 202 L IXFEOH#
FHEICAA T 22 BT 0FTEE 2 LN, TIEORKBERIEIS X 5 BEAFEH~DEE N —FET
HDEESIN TS T2 (Paxson 1992) . FTfSHEEHE A 2L L7 HEGHRE R B IRIZ AN A 7 R
WDAEL 2D TR, £io, BT OB RBEG I HEZ Fr ik 2R & U CHRBIICERY
HIEITOWTIL, 1ENIT HARFE(2008) 73 [EIEE D F 1 CRBIE IR EE D2 EAIZ T 5 O 217
S>TW 5,
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FRLAMNIE TR Y T ¢ 7 5 e Ffo, —REFTS O E SR & L CREHINICHEE 2O
X, BeBin (FAERBER) OZEOOHE%25 W ZHE L FEOWRRS I —CTh-oT,
INHOHEFMNG, VE L VISR T, URBROHESHT THWS,

Table 4-7 Estimation Results for Decomposing Income Variable

Observation 220
F-value 9.54
Adj R-squared = 0.3686
Dep. Var = Yij excluding govt. transfer coefficent t-value
House (Rs.) 0.114 2.109 *x
Livestock (Rs.) 0.016 1.148
Permanent Durable goods (Rs.) 0.031 3.440 faleid
income No. of family labor 0.154 5.483 el
Age of a bread winner -0.004 -2.2716  **
Education attainment of a bread winner -0.025 -0.993
Owned land (cents) 0.003 1.342
Transitory Dummy forlosing a jO.b _|n a reference period 0.068 0.894
income Received transfers - giving transfers 1.287 2.143 *x
Dummy for diseases in agricultural crops -0.043 -0.638
Dummy for diseases of family members -0.475 -4203  ***
Constant 8.552 11900  ***
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Table 4-8 Results of Nested Logit Model

Branch = no demand or +ve notional demand Applying Partial applying Not applying
Not apply w/ no demand = a base alternative Coefficient ~ Z-value  Coefficient ~ Z-value  Coefficient  Z-value
Applicant
Permanent income 0.1341 1.9027 -0.2881 -3.2344 -0.7172 -3.7739
Transitory income 0.5715 2.5592 0.0968 1.0205 0.5878 1.7206
Unexplained income 0.1787 0.3976 0.2613 0.6974 0.2061 0.3314
Govt. transfer 0.4672 0.8799 0.4648 1.2865 0.3955 0.8506
Savings in a SHG 0.8306 2.3981 0.0584 0.3141 0.2709 0.1829
Social position in a village 0.2920 0.9796 0.8477 3.1208 0.3600 1.2777
Social position in a SHG 0.3252 2.1527 -0.0301 -2.4680 -0.0538 -2.9154
Living period 0.0124 3.0960 -0.2872 -2.2637 -0.2507 -1.0441
Dummy for SC/ST 0.1004 2.4562 0.0853 2.6730 0.0851 25723
Distance to the formal bank 2.0561 11421 11110 1.9951 0.1876 0.6179
Average of other applicants in the same loan cycle
Permanent income 0.2052 0.5044 0.0189 0.9625 0.0740 0.1656
Transitory income -0.0028 -0.3683 -0.7534 -2.8850 -0.6751 -3.0503
Unexplained income 11233 0.7789 1.1381 14254 1.1385 1.3241
Govt. transfer -1.3451 -0.6024 -0.3268 -0.6391 -0.3900 -0.6642
Savings in a SHG 0.4200 2.5251 0.4295 2.6136 0.4350 25112
Social position in a village 0.5919 0.6348 0.6058 0.6047 0.5463 0.1169
Social position in a SHG 0.1616 0.4100 1.1671 4.1577 1.1940 3.5189
Living period -0.2219 -0.0687 -0.1457 -1.6807 -0.1891 -1.9238
Dummy for SC/ST -0.0091 -0.6993 -0.0411 -0.2876 -0.0034 -0.1714
Distance to the formal bank 1.1089 0.2026 0.3472 0.9081 1.0457 0.2001
Applicants' INNATE social preferences
Altruism -6.3538 -0.1018 2.5440 0.2236 3.5444 2.0229
Trust 1.9047 2.0062 1.1383 0.1623 1.3588 1.8793
Trustworthiness 0.7894 0.7905 0.1771 0.6772 0.9632 0.2958
Reciprocal cooperation -0.9512 -0.1764 0.3714 2.3275 0.3324 1.0002
Risk preference 9.8567 3.1055 0.3445 0.9620 -1.8584 -0.5204
Average of other members'
INNATE social preferences
Altruism 4.8666 0.1685 -2.8015 -0.1007 -0.6156 -0.2980
Trust 2.2313 0.2613 0.9278 0.0385 0.2646 0.2956
Trustworthiness 1.9372 1.0710 0.2848 0.9061 1.6432 0.2623
Reciprocal cooperation 2.7803 1.9860 -0.0321 -1.3332 -0.2204 -0.5946
Risk preference 1.1941 1.5052 0.2403 1.6905 0.8882 0.2182
SHGs' fixed effect YES YES YES
Other variables listed in table 4 YES YES YES
No. of observation 9841
c 0.679 0.2262* 0.5767 0.2325* 0.67 0.2178*
T 0.9573 0.3215* 0.7821 0.2903* 0.9378 0.2982*

Table 4-8 | nested logit model DHEFHE T 590,

9 Table 4-8 <> Table 4-9 T/r STV D HEFHE H X, SHG fixed effects & = > s v —/L L7k
BTH D, SHG fixed effects 222 b —8¢12, SHG O EMIc4 5 —>0Z&% (SHG
WNIZBIT DA —A2 FOREM, 7 —TH A X) Zar ba—v LI bITo 7208, W
DEHIL 10%KETHIHMFNCAE TN LR LNE o7z, AT, MOEEOLEEN
RELSBCLRIP ST LD AL TIIMREZAFER L TLUR—=FFLE 05 Z LT L TR,
F 72, nested logit model (Table 4-8) & multinominal logit model (Table 4-9). tobit model
(Table 4-13) IZ2>W T, Vo T hr A —Fa—r by A2 —F)ba— 24050 CTHER
EAToT, TORER, FEBOBREORE I LEGENZIUIEREISE(L LN ERH LN E
Rol, Tbb, EFLEFOERREN, o— 2 OREICL > TR DI TIEARNnZ &N
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HEHRERDLOUTO 777 N7 7 A 0T 4 T ARGELNT, FH—IT, MERG

(applicant) O1EF BIFTEDOFREIN partial applying & not applying (235 CE THEEHRY
ICARBICR>TWD, E5I2 SHG IZBIT HIr&HN applying TIEIZR>TWH I & LH
bETEZDE, B FRR FOERIZIBVT implicit collateral BAER ST\ 5 &
2 bbb, 5T UL, SHG IIMEFNES NEITICH D MR % R/AMbT 572012, (5 Ml
EDERNANZEARFEOERRE TR L T2 &R s 5, SHG 7'm 277 AICSIL T
HELTH, ¥4 7R —IT7 7 EBATETWA NTHEAIEEHIFEOE WA TH
D HREMED @ &R D 2 LT E D,

5 12 SHG W THESHIHIAL AN SO N ERE 2 RS L T2 (S @ Social position
in a SHG OF%%42° applying Tl1E, partial and not applying TH & 72> CTE U HEFHICH
BThD, -, BAHEDZNIT partial and not applying TIEE 72> TEY, ZH5 L
FHICEETH D), ZihuE Coleman (2006) TEIAI 72 ZZPHE S O @\ AN DME S NE
EZITTNWZZ & AN TH D, 8% 5 < SHG NTEIEIIC ) 25 L TV D 50N
FANCEE 2RI L TR Y | mERERAL D & FJE LTV D ATREMED B 2,

% —IZHEEE O living period DF%£%587% applying TIE, partial applying CRAIZHEETH
D2 EMmb, #0IRLST— DRPRKIEITREIME AR L THD O TRV E TR
ENb, 2F D EWHIFFEERRICEEL TWD N E, BISHIES RBIT 2 M3 2
DHIE DN IR E TSNS, FOXHIBANE, BFOBREREEMETY V=7 K
SNDAREMEDMENTZ O, KV EE L HFET2ElRICH L0 TIE VB bnb, R
BRI & LTk, BEMMOE INBHAERZR ) EIEICHEBELTEBY . 20K b BUA
B2 AW RENC K DB DBLOEAZ R L TWD EHERT 52 L b TE D,

FUIC, MLr—r% A7V CREE G LIS BadE) OZRICHZEL S &,
transitory income MD4£%%7° partial applying & not applying T, A THEIZ/ZR>TW\DH T
LMD, BMEENRTT 4 TRV 3 v 7 2% TWD5E, HiEENHERORE
FEI M DR MEL 72 5 LEIRTEX 5 Z L v6 | profit-sharing norm 23 HE{E LT
LT ENEZBND,

BT, HEEE. BAENTICEW TG EMORBEALKE LTHNTHL#TETO
FEEEDS, B2 THEHICAERE TIEZRW, LER-> T, BEIEHAICE 2EHERYITAE T TV
WVATBEMEDS B,

FESHNEAFICOWTITHGE R BT 22858, BaE LT 2280 B T & b GH»-D
FERNCHEIR TE D ITE LTV Yy, ME— HEEED U X 78I applying & 1IEIC
R L TWA Z Enn, URIENZ NIZERFEERmHDO L Enbnrd, Thbb, Z
AUV R 7 [BEIZ KA EHEIS RN FEL TWAD Z EDREETH D, FIROBENG Z D
I AR T UL, VA7 20 NIZEREZHFEL WD Z b, WiRkMEN AT
TWHEFEIZLRTED, EFOBEBREERBETIE, A7V —=HENE Tt

RIS,
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WHZEThD,

Table 4-9 |ZE T O E IR EIZ SOV THHT L 72 multinominal logit model DHEFFE R TH
Do

REEHE OEFERIFTE & SHG 28T 5 754487 partial accept & not accept TR H T
T2 o TS (e LIS H BRI 5720 Th %), BHTIZH T2 - TR
ICHBREZER L, ETE2 7 A X =2 T0D Z IS5, 72 SHG N THER
IRSLG DR ADPHRBIST 787 P SN DHRDELS 2> TV D, EFOTRRE L
FRICBURHI 2R ZZWRE ) Z R D NDMBJERYICRE 2521 TV D 2 E DN 2 D,

BEATFOLESE R CH D L HEHIFTROEE partial accept & not accept T <
ECHTWD Z &b AHFOE M @I SRR ofE %Y (partial apply, not
apply) ([ZWa2fERENEm< D T b0 5, EOICEAHEFO—KRHFTEN &V & HEE
DORERZIHINLARMEREL 2D LN D, Zhb ) A7 =7 o JHRREAFF
- 7z profit-sharing norm OFETII/2WV W\ EB X BN D,

FEEHYIRIF O ZEUZ DOV TR O RME 5T 5, £ TSN (trustworthiness)
&V AT B ORBNENENA L IETHREIICHEIZR 5T\ (partial apply, not
apply DU FIZENWTHETH D), AIFILEFM%E enforcement DAERZEL & HduiX, R
FIBAT IR R & FEZI D Wb 2 I F e RO O FTREPEDME W AN 2 BSERYICZE L T
52 EERLTND, SHICHRFEITY A7 RN NIZEME 22T TWD Z Db, peer
selection (FHZEYIZAELU TS Z L Zi#iH L T post-peer selection EFESZ L HTX5)
DELTWDHEEZ NS, SHG OMBILEME TIIEFDO L A FIZOoN T~ vy F 7 hE
U7 ) il ERREHT e o TW AR, ZA—TNTHHRNPIEFINTWHZ EZFHL
THYNZAZ V== IRELTWD LIEIRTE 5, H&IC, M OSrEIcE LT
FIAERIEF ICEERER E 2> TWND I ERbND, BEIICIX, BAEEIFIMmTH
213E, HEEEORMENPZHINDMENE L Lo TWD, THUELZ Ol —# Tty
B LTEAEINTND VT LR - AT V=V 0RETERVWNEEZOND, 20
Hem OTEGRNE & W28 5 72 OITB I 72 08T 21T - 1=,
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Table 4-9 Results of Multinominal Logit Model

Accept = a base alternative Partial accept Not accept
Coefficient ~ Z-value  Coefficient ~ Z-value
Applicant
Permanent income -0.0551 -0.3719 -0.3679 -3.4260
Transitory income 0.0288 0.7507 -0.0129 -0.8136
Unexplained income 0.8852 0.7312 0.1287 1.3487
Govt. transfer 1.2258 0.7339 0.3324 1.0553
Savings in SHG -0.1270 -3.3325 -0.0886 -0.1547
Social position in village 0.4735 2.6147 0.8794 1.5257
Social position in SHG -0.5575 -3.4877 -0.6051 -2.8516
Living period 0.2503 0.4139 0.3788 0.2860
Dummy for SC/ST -0.3513 -0.6092 1.1712 3.4505
Average of other applicants in the same loan cycle
Permanent income 1.2036 4.1545 1.1812 4.1353
Transitory income -0.5745 -2.0763 -2.4331 -2.8344
Unexplained income 0.0605 0.2909 0.0442 0.1632
Govt. transfer -0.6636 -2.2119 -0.5949 -1.9984
Savings in SHG 1.2625 2.4303 1.1947 0.2495
Social position in village 0.2116 0.5025 0.9706 1.0139
Social position in SHG 1.1164 3.4477 4.8490 2.9886
Living period 0.7659 0.2968 0.6182 0.3075
Dummy for SC/ST -0.7270 -2.5391 0.1557 0.2449
Applicants' INNATE social preferences
Altruism 1.9864 0.3740 0.7854 0.1283
Trust 0.3027 0.8205 0.5346 0.1926
Trustworthiness -0.7378 -1.9453 -0.2212 -3.8582
Reciprocal cooperation 9.2980 0.1745 29712 0.1880
Risk preference 4.1987 2.2083 2.1010 2.9478
Average of other members'
INNATE social preferences
Altruism -9.7371 -7.2474 -7.2043 -4.1788
Trust 2.2881 0.3283 0.1178 0.8717
Trustworthiness 0.1855 0.2435 0.1961 0.0908
Reciprocal cooperation 1.4049 0.2398 0.4921 0.0608
Risk preference -1.2075 -2.1355 -0.1711 -0.1731
SHGs' fixed effects YES YES
Other variables listed in table 4 YES YES
No. of observation 593
Pseudo R2 0.412
Chi-sg 982.2948 0.000
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Table 4-10 Test for Noblesse Oblige

Accept = a base alternative Partial accept Not accept Partial accept Not accept
Coefficient  Z-value Coefficient  Z-value Coefficient  Z-value Coefficient  Z-value

Applicants' INNATE social preferences

Altruism 1.8294 0.24 0.2884 0.11 17212 0.14 0.3114 013
Trust 0.3458 0.75 0.2144 0.17 0.3688 0.77 0.2594 021
Trustworthiness -0.8019 -213 -1.2847 -4.17 -0.7569 -2.09 -1.2407 -4.13
Reciprocal cooperation 8.9187 011 1.4767 0.15 8.9627 0.15 1.5097 0.18
Risk preference 3.1087 214 2.8796 291 3.1417 217 2.8906 2.92

Average of other members'
INNATE social preferences

Altruism -3.4871 -4.12 -4.1091 -3.81 -2.1524 -3.10 -3.4657 -3.19
*poor dummy for applicants -4.8131 -5.10 -5.0019 -4.12
*SC/ST dummy for applicants -6.1092 -6.12 -6.9131 -4.81
SHGs' fixed effects YES YES YES YES
Other variables listed in table 4 YES YES YES YES
No. of observation 593 593
Pseudo R2 0.508 0.619
Chi-sq 971.3944 0.000 992.1201 0.000

Table 4-11 Test for Noblesse Oblige (2)

Accept = a base alternative Partial accept Not accept Partial accept Not accept
Coefficient  Z-value  Coefficient  Z-value  Coefficient  Z-value  Coefficient  Z-value

Applicants' INNATE social preferences

Altruism 1.858 0.28 0.349 0.13 1.927 0.32 0.352 0.17
Trust 0.414 0.76 0.219 0.18 0.499 0.77 0.271 0.19
Trustworthiness -0.760 -2.10 -1.250 -4.14 -0.678 -2.08 -1.192 -4.10
Reciprocal cooperation 9.012 0.13 1519 0.17 9.089 0.17 1.539 0.18
Risk preference 3.137 218 2.887 2.96 3.230 222 2.956 2.99

Average of other members'
INNATE social preferences

Altruism -3.401 -4.08 -4.095 -3.78 -3.365 -4.05 -4.004 -3.78
*No. of HHs in high castes -1.812 -2.07 -3.932 -2.10
*Dummy for high castes in
other members -1.748 -2.04 -3.903 -2.07
SHGs' fixed effects YES YES YES YES
Other variables listed in Table 4-4 YES YES YES YES
No. of observation 593 593
Pseudo R2 0.529 0.541
Chi-sq 928.2814 0.000 901.9388 0.000

Table 4-10. Table 4-11 {% multinominal logit model (22T, #Hi7=72 %% B L T
HitL7eb D TH D, HBHRIFLUANAORERITZZEFRE TH oo DIT, ZORITITERT
LTV, Table 4-10 THBRIRW DL, HEEE LIS DS NNE D008 2B 2 25K
O, FIPEIZOWT DR EEHE MR FERTH D, H10, FEENERETHD
BRI DA I—BHEOREEEMZD & REBATT 4 TICHEIZRD 2 N
b, Licio T, HEEEUSNOSINE BFIE TOroHFEE HNERE ThiuX, B
FOMEN) V=l NENDIMERIIMELS 2D EBHALNE RS, S HICHE D HGE
DIREN—A N, HBEAECTHLIHAIC 1 2L DX I —EREOREREMZHE, 26
SHRENR AT T 4 TICHBETHD Z ERNbhd, EORERNS, BEN, (LM
FTHDHEEZODNDFERIPEE A LSRR, £) ThVWgEA LKL T, Lo~
A7 —CEEATLZENTE D LRI 22 LN TE%, Table 4-11 %, Table
4-10 OHEFFERIL L 912, HFEE LSO SINFE OFIMMEZ DWW T DDA 2 I 2 T #&
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RThHod, B2, HiFE LA OBIME DO CE A — A (Nair, Viswakarma, Ezhawa)
\ZJ@ 79 %5 A% (No. of HHs in high castes), ZH _IZ, R U< ®mA—Z MIBTL5AIT1
% & B X I —2% (Dummy for high castes in other members) & DA FZEHZ BN LT,
W ORI E bR HT 4 7 THEHINCHEEIC > TWb, LT, HiEE LS OSI
FEOPTH, FHEWI—R MIE LTV D ANOFMEEDR, BE DT 7 &7 h O %1
MEETWD (B OEHBH IR OMHERZBAD SED) ZENbroTe, ZORRD
5, JTVA - F TN =V a2OHNFEEI—AMNORETH D LHREIND,

Table 4-9 & Table 4-10, Table 4-11 OFFIRELEDHET, /T VA « A7V =V 2 fhz
RIREL L L CRE ORICR W TEERER E 2> TS Z LRI ST,

4.5.2. SHG NOBEESCRIT D TTHHEORK OEEMHE

ZZETOHIIC Lo T FTFEM, BP0 TE ABIY B R LTV DGR
fAET D Z EMFRES NIz, & DI HEEHER ) OEHET S &, B F )Y implicit collateral
ZER LTV D AEEIEDR RO 2 SHG PN TR O et Bk RRE 02240 @4 T o R 23
& ZEY T2 ETOMEBEERNE 2> TNDLZ EVRIBEND, -, FEMOREHAERY
WAECTWSEZ e, ERULARBENFEL TS Z L EBANTHD, 2L, HHEH
OIEREY OFEE, THORBIC L - TELT 2008 9 N EFEN 2 ETH 5720,
BAFICBWT IS ORBENREER & 22> TWADOMNE, ZHE TOSHET TidH)
W7\, ZOREEERIET 572012, LFO X 5 G217,

PR BAZE B % 2008 45 (2B R ZERRAS 20 U CUUEE S 7z SHG 706 Off TR, FRZE{il,
HAGMOERAEYDEA L L, UTOZoOMAEKRICERT 5, 53R kMEC
BT 288 THY ., FHITE T AN — REEOREAE S, K& ICEIKIEBE AT RS
BT 2EHTH D, ZNHDOEEN, FIZIEHBAER & ED X D RREBEBRERF OO
BETHZ LT, THOKRIOP T ENPHIIIINCEE CTh 20 &89 25 2 & DA/
DORMTH D, HEROEMNHEENGFEL TCNDDEZ I TRVDO L TIE, ZhE Tl
BN HEFHEROMR EBORKIA > 7 ) r—a VIRKRELS B D,

SHG 7~ b DN @EIZ 7 NV — 7N TIRAEFEDBENEREDRWEit 2 a5 ielcd, ErT
B &7z (censored) | T— X THDHEH/TILENTED, LEEN-T, fHEET L
ELTUTDO M=ty METALZHND,

2 5
lig =09+ Z aiadverse;g, + Z ammoralg, + agenforce;s + d,X;s + €f%
k=1 m=3

L _#S lis >0
5700 1x<0

ZIZT FR 118k 0—7 s ODEARREZRET DEBIELEN iy THD,
lis >0 OLXIEBAEENEDMEEED, ;<0 OL X IEAFRENTFELRNEEZD,
Lis I3FEBOT =285 SHG D OEAEE TH D, adverse;q, I Lifide b FE
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DA E ORI L LT, HlAITRFEER TR SN2 ) X7 &IFD 7 — T NEROLE
WRAR EZMND, ZOMEREWIE EWNEREDNRA TH 2 L IRET D, moralg, |TE
TN = FHEOERSZE L TWDLLELBRETH D, enforce; | TR FBR TR S v/
trustworthiness (2-1 Z /M 72240 C, BISHEB NEIT 20| SR THERL R L TV D
ERIET Do Xl IBIMNE, BEH DRMER OHERNEIF 2B AT ML Th D, &f it
AR,

Table 4-12 Independent Variables to Test the Existence of Information Asymmetries

Independent variables Definition Mean S.D.
Adverse selection
Risk preference Risk preference of a participant captured 21.18 3.85
by a laboratory experiment
S.D. of risk preference Standard deviation of risk preference in a 22.38 9.00
SHG
Moral hazard
AVGDIST Average distance in km between members' 0.238 0.021
businesses
KNOWSALE Dummy =1 if members know a range of 0.387 0.145
weekly sales of other members
SAMEBUS Dummy = 1 if members engaged in same 0.183 0.271

line of business

EWlR L7 b=ty bETAOHGFHRIRE E L D72 b DA Table 413 TH D, =7 A 11F
PR BPMEABE T, 27 5 2, 3ITENENFTFEM, HMOEREYOES Lo
TW5, ZOROFERNL, EALSFEIZHOWTY AV BIFOBRBN R T T 4 7 THEIL:
STWDLZ ENbNd, LEn>T, UAZEHENR NZEMBAT LRI > T
% Z LB post-peer selection D A B = X APKEFEL TWD Z ENbNnD, ET ANV —
RREIZOW T, ALK SOV T KNOWSALE BNARY T 4 7 THERI LD, BA
WOFTEIR A TE TWRWT A —=T13E 5 TRWT v —7 L i L TRIH&EN D 720
LEAD, SOICEKHEBRBITICOW T, BRI~ A TR 1 20T 72820
T4 Tl TRY BRETHEFIFESFEL THWD I L 2R LTS,

LLEDORER S SHG W CIIEMOIERIFRIERTE ik, €7 1 ¥—F) | 28
ITIRHIEOT X THRHFEL TWND H DD, postpeer selection, peer monitoring, 72 &
DOHEEZHB LT, ZNONFRINTVWDLZ ENH A D, LN - T, FifliE TORES
Hr CREAKFEOBRIZ implicit collateral 234 HE & S LTV =D, TGO K Z [AIRET 5 72
HTHY, SHG NESTETAER L TWADIEED Y RRA NORETHDH Z L HERS
ns,
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Table 4-13 Results of Tobit Models

An amount of
loans froma SHG

The demand-
side rationing

The supply-
side rationing

Coef. t-value Coef. t-value Coef. t-value
Adverse selection
Risk preference -3.386  -3.18** -0928 -0.21 4287 092
S.D. of risk preference 0.284 0.73 0.182 0.48 2.384  0.46
Moral hazard
AVGDIST -0.576 -1.28 0.273 0.44 4183 0.12
KNOWSALE 2138 2.01** 0.124 0.33 0.736 1.38
SAMEBUS 0294 129 9.284 1.22 0182 031
Enforcement
Trustworthiness*(-1) -0.082  -2.69** 0.017 0.53 0.021  2.54**
Applicant's characteristics
and social preferences
Permanent income 1.739 3.35** -2371 -313** 0315 -3.28**
Transitory income -1.181  -2.18** -5133 200 ** 0774 -202**
Unexplained income 1.440 2.13** -2992 431 *%* -0486 -6.62**
Altruism -2.877  -2.14** 2.092 179 * 0.773  2.27**
Trust 0.923 1.39 0.002 0.01 0929 042
Reciprocal cooperation 1.944 0.57 -1.855  -2.01 ** 0.058 1.08
Average of other applicants
in the same loan cycle
Permanent income -1.039 -171%** 0.298 0.12 1011 1.99**
Transitory income -0.062 -0.81 2.284 0.11 -1.200 -2.87**
Unexplained income 0.153 1.01 0.177 0.18 0105 0.33
Average of other members'
INNATE social preferences
Altruism 4.182 3.19** 1.223 1.29 -4162 -3.18**
Trust 0.167 0.85 -3.366  -1.05 -0.928 1.22
Trustworthiness 1271 0.38 2128 -0.24 -0.284 0.12
Reciprocal cooperation 1.284 111 -4285  -0.66 -0.185 0.76
Risk preference 1777 213 ** 0.284 0.12 -1.576 -2.13 **
Constant 7927 139 * 59.27 139 * 56.49 244 **
SHGs' characteristics YES YES YES
Other variables listed in table 4-4 YES YES YES
No. of observation 220
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4.6. fEam

ZHVETO SHG B MF IZBT 51 /37 REHIlaFFE Tk, SHG WHENZISIT 5 et |
DA T = ZALEIRBATH D200 06T, GLA Y T I L [FERD A J1 = X 2 TR
T EMELE LT ISHG B MF] ORNER LR Z DHmrH o7, UAZIZET S
positive assortative matching O AR ALF L TOVSHG NER COEAEZ D V7 v a v DIFFE
EWVIOHIERZERS, T2 CTALLZEE 7 n—%25 L C, [AREIT, #ERSKETES
EEDZENTENR, ZOMOIER LICAENHOERKBS 2 AERE TN TE
% (XA 1998)] &) MF OEAGRZZITANDL DI, FitTh o LS s,

AREIZBWT, SHG B MF Zx412 7 — 7 NEICE 1T 5 EaEl 0 A 1 =X 2% P
B« SERERNSHT LR RIZLL T 0@ Y Th b, £9 SHG & MF @ GL 12 L 5 &E&H /) A
= AL ERL L, BHEIYOREA D =ALERETHZ L >T, BT
DYV H—F 7 T 2AF g U EHLNICT 57200 &S Tz, Ziid() SHG WEFT
EDX BB AP ELTWDON, (2) F#ENED X S RAEFHOEAELICER L TWD
D, (3) FEHNRIFE KOS BIEL S R T&ENXT2, D=>Th 5, F—IZ, SHG
WS CIHR M B9 72 E AR5y 23 FEBL L Tz, TR OIS PRIERTBEIZ KL % 72 912 implicit
collateral (THEHIFTG. SHG ([ZBIT DATE &) #FRKT2H2 LT, v 7 ru— 34
KBNS BB X > TRIHENTWD Z ERB b oT, LV b, ZHETHE
TR A H L CE - mAOEMERY (HHamoEAERY) 720 Tidkl, b2 HED
REE 2 EET 2 FEMOGEHEIY N EA TH D Z ENREINT-, T2 THEUTWL D FFEM
DEAEL, BAMGICES VAZERBHICEL b0 L, BFELLDOY V=7 hOEEEIC
E2b0ThHDETPHRIND, —H T, BEIEMPICH LS EREYOFEITHRE S
Mmool

Z D X 572 anti-poor 7 EALT X, EHEREITICS &5 70— 7 OMFRREE R
Die/IMb & D B T IR 22 EIRAEL Y T D23, FxTR 72 Tt FALE IXEM T 2R & e
D, IN—=TIBMLGT 24 2T 4 TRHERDEEZALND, 2O XD RARNE
WZXT DT 4 AA BT 4 T OFEEEMT DT, D OFhSAIBLES Bt T8) 2 41
ELTWDZ EBNHLMNERST-, F—IZ. profit-sharing norm (2 & DWW T, FIfHICD
WCT U H LR T 47 a7 s T i, BE o RS % 5O T ICRE 2
Woole, WMIZEZIE, RHT 4 TR a v 7 232 I, EEmICE Z2HMR4 %
TENRROOLNTEY, v~ Zun—rRN) A7 =27 V7L LTOMELIKAZ TS
ZENREIND, BT, S - BB O S WEPNERWES L ESBIIT 5 2 L
EEEMTOHSEE (V7 VR - A7 U —Ta) A, propoor 72 IRELSY A KB L T
W, ZHUTTNV—TNEO B 72 EIREL IS BT 2 BREOHER & WV O Bg AR L,
~ A7 —rPELOE—T7T 4 —Fy FHDIVIIEERE L THREL 2 5 Z & Z5EH
LT\,
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ARED I 7 aftBEREFOIN N OEONZBORNA > 7 ) r—ya id, LFOEY
Thbd, F—I2, SHG 7u 7T LMIBML TWDBFEADOETH, BT 78 A &2EEsh
TWD DT TIEARWZ EREH Sz, &0 D HE FIEOF R HIAR O TS OB I E
T ERIZZ2 D ATRENED 8 U | pro-poor 7R RALY DFEE AT O X O It IHEL N 2
IR N—T PR T 22 N R AR H D, 2O XD IERAT 7 B ANRMRIE
SN TWRWERHE, FEM., MR 5 OEAEIMICER L TR, 5 NOBUR
7 XERMETH D & B A OB D, FH AT, EROIEXFRIEME, KB ToRE] R
ISHEERR ISR EE 9 2 AR T SHG b L Ch ., BT A Z NI RoTz, &1
DU SR EDSN R T 5 2 L BFHEOIT DR INT, BMEOX A TIET 51
WOIFEANERmOD LI (=T 4 VT OBEEZHECT L) 11, ESHED
BN ONRE RO T2 b EB 2 b5,
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BHEE ITN—TVrT 4 7IlBITS
FA PR BRI BE D A2 R

5.1. FRERE

MF ~OFH EMFHEL, ZNDEWVIRFREZZER L TE 22 LITmER L TWD, FHE,
MF O EERENFEO—S>TH D 7T I #YT T, w%&ﬁ*%@%%%bf%%%%
VL EDORFERZMERF LT CE 72, 2O X9 emiREREROEHZITIL, GLIC X 2R
FEHIEDOHFEENH D & SN T& 7= (Ghatak and Guinnane 1999, Armendariz and
Morduch 2005), Ghatak (1999). Stiglitz (1990). Besley and Coate (1995) 73 & D Fiik
ZENs, W RAERIEIC XL D THGOKK) OFRA T =X LEZHENI LD TH D,

ZIET MF IZEET 2 FREZEiE Bk L7- X 9 72 GL OB RiE L Lz O K
YThoTed, EFEILR> T, TOMRICEALRN A LIND X DT oTz, BERERRIC
B LT GLACIT 2 @8 ARGERIEEIC DWW C L ARG O/ T 7 & 2 2t L CaV kg
REZERTDENI AN = ANRFREBZ D EMFENEEINBED TWDLDTH D,
% 2 1¥ Gine and Karlan (2009) 1%7 4 U B> T7 ¢ —/L RERZITV, GL 2> & A
FIZBAT L CHRME ORFERNZEL LAV E NI FEREZS TS, £72. SHG L MF 12k
NWTHWN L OO T GL 2VERE L FEEABTT~EBITLTLE > T DR
HE XTS5 (Gadenne and Vasudevan 2007),

Z b X b EAIRAER I B3 D EEERY R AL TR D IR o 7o DL, ZHVE TOHEER D
Z DS ENER IR 54 LTWeled TH D, 77200, R Hm AR R HE L L
TFHANCHAL T 2 DN E WD T E ZBRANIZHETEL L 9 & LICHIERNIZE A ERVWOT
bDH, WETIUE, D)2 EFRGERIEIZOW T, @7 L — T NSRRI > Tnd
DWIRT Ty IRy 7 A5 TEY ﬁﬁgwibcﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%ibfwé®ﬁ
ZOAD=ANFHLNZEINTW WL S 25, BEEFRIEHIELZ VA7 =T U 72
B9 2 A ERRA AT DIER & LTI 2 T, H#lE~OSMHNGEZERLLL, 0 L)
7R R TR TR RIEMER STV D D0 E NI 2808k bt TV 5,

REDHINI AMVERNR ) R v =T U JHIE L B7p ST E 72 GL TR 2@ ARFE
HIE A, NAERRMEARREIELEXE L, TORNEHEERALNCTLETHD, &
Dbl FEBREERCHIE SNOEERIFICE R L, T D OBR A BT T8 6 [ RE
ERRTDMNEIDITONTERT D, S50, EHRAEHEO LB L L=EE & LT,
EFVREBABITICH > 725G ORISR NICERZ YT, 20BN A7 2T —1T5
BEZ FF > TV D O ERGEET 5.

SHG %! MF (2451 2 @A RAEHI L 2 B 229 BRI, B EFNERT 25U 27 L O
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HRMRIIFEBRBCERWEERBR TH D, 74—~ ey CrRR TS DR Ea M
BT DBEMNFEFNZE > T iSO LENL (72 & 2 PSS iR ATE K HE A 5312 k[E
STWHELTY) EEOEE LY 55, THT Iy 7 R, Udry (1990, 1994)
WX > TEREBG O OEEZEZE Ul U A7 B RE N iR S T LR, AMaY7:
fE 5] (Plateau and Abraham 1987, Eswaran and Kotwal 1989, Plateau 1991,
Fafchamps 1992, 1999) <°l 5. (Coate and Ravallion 1993, Rosenzweig 1988). & 25\
X E i U ALRBREIE  (Platteau 1997) 23FF2 U A 7 BBHERERC, U R V7 By D%)
FHCEEDEE > TE T, TNICH 0D LT, MF 2B 28R RFERIE & U 27 DO
HBUEMEIZ DWW T, BEFAFIERNIZ & A EERE SN T2 (Armendariz and Morduch
2005, Ch.6), AFEDZFOSHTTIL, lx OFFNEH T DU A2 & LTPRIARRTRERFT
3 a v 7IZ&E B L, SHG B MF (Z81F 2 &/ (s - kg & oMWz 58 A
BUEMERFET 200 ) Z L &2FRRAT 5,

ARETHHAT LT —ZIZLLFO OO RIZHOWTHBEL LA ZHE LT\ 5,
BT, BREERZNONTHISARIF L WD | BRFEITEIZHEL 9 28 LWERICET S
EHEAFHALTWDLRTH D, FH I, HENOEREREZIT> TT T _FHHBIRIC
323y NU—0 7 =2 ZINELTVWDLHETHD, TNENDOT —F & AW TfFFRIZD
SOMFET DD, T b DOEEZRFHIHMA LTI 7 mdtE&oi 217 - 7o RIEARE
DD TTHDHEZEZDND,

5.2. BHEERRYPLAE A

AEITIX, &2 MF 1B 2 @iREROEGRmAIIRIL L 70> T 5 GL T8 2 Hm R
REFEE I DWW CTHEBLT 5, FRIC, EEARPRAEREE 23 @@t 7 v — 7 NS CHOMER 7248 ALOR BRI
FEORSEZBEEBIRE L TWDREFELVICT 5, 510, HARREIEIZRIT 544
EVEDIEZILT LTeHmE . TN ED L D RGEMTHILL 9 2 ODNAER R EEAFSLO
AT = A% BEGHIC B & 23T %, GL N CHIALCRERHEE 23 TE R S 20 5 B IZ DU T,
w EERNERNEOY 27 227 U o ZIZET 2 AT A B E 2 T, I o 0ZERITE
REYBTDH, TO—2HF, HOCFEROBER LMD IR LHEEHNTHY . Z2BITTFET
BRREFOFE L L HICRE AZED TV DHNIIENE (intrinsic motivation) Th b, ik
2. TNHOERZEE L7295 2T, MF 21#F O GL 2351 % A0 AARBR -~ SNl
21 (participation constraint) 7/~ L, & Z 2026 & OFHEST CHEET 5 DOt % i
Y D,

5.2.1. ZN—FV T 4 v B0 B EEREEHI B D4 A
ANE T, B GRS B DS EAT Rl T 0 KB A A IE U, 13 IS - T
T-AWNEA~DOFNE 2 e L L7z OB 2 HGR LA 2R 5, ZORIZHONT
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RBECS < OFFEAAET 575, AN GL ST 2 MHHRAERIE 2, BT & 5 575
FIRTH ORI OV TIMEMZ IE LTV B K& RT 2 & IHFERSS 5.

52.1.1. BEEICT 2 5E0OEES  MEOERET MIBIT 2 BN E!

AL OBERE T LTI, AR OQ) KFTETE. (2) PriGo A, (3) LR
MRE o (LENE) 2 ET 5, FHZ@) TEETH Y, ZIUIE TR ESABITIC
Mo TG BICHEFTHD 7 4 —~ /LT IHMEMA P TE RN L2 BT 5, LLFT
P 5 L 512, (B) D&M L EROIESFMED R BIFET UL, W&k, €7 AT —
R, ERBEHIEEH NEIT AT D,

BEFEFY AZICH L THEMTHY, TPz MIEETDH0IC 1 BLOBERE Y
HELTWDOHN, OEEBH TEIEOEREZMIET LN TERNVET D, 7+ —< 70
FATITEAR 1 BALICKI L TEA c 2B L LAITE r CEFICAET L2 LN TE D M8F
DFv Y7 MIKRBETIVUINGEZ £ o72<H5D 2 LN TERY, Lo T, 97137
0yl MRRILTZSGE. Q) OEEMAMENDH H7-012, MHEINT 5 Z ENTER,
15 TG I35E 24 TR 1T b, BRI 289TOFIRITE e SIRET 2,

WHERRE

2ATA(RE), XA T B (fEl) Lo ZFEOEFERGFIET L ET D, #4147 A (B)
I XHEEEP, (Pg) CHRY, (Yp) Z 155 Z E N TE 1 - Py(1 — P)DfER T Lo ey
=7 bEHLTWS, ZI T, Py>Pg. Yy <Yz, PYy>PsYp., &5, £72. 47 A
DEGZEa . XA T BOEGEL—alk T2, 447 A~OFEIIHZHINTRE CTH D7,
2 AT B~DOREITZE D TRWETD (PYy>1+c¢> PgY),

IV x 7 DBNKRIR UGS, BRIEHEAE R0 DI b Kb 3 Rk 72 i 1 X
YuThd, LERN-> T EEZITHZ EICL D547 ADHRIRIIP,[Y, — (1 +7)] T,
Z A7 B OMFRNIRIEP Yy — (1 +1)]THD, b OBFHIEENIEATHNIE, BT
& ZHFET 5, TORRITIZ, ¥4 7 AL TP,(1+1r)—(1+c¢). A7 BIZBLT
Pe(1+r)—(1+c)aHBbZ LN TE D,

RIZEATHEF DO XA TEHFINTEDGH. AT A LZ AT BEAENITK L TR
HRNTRERRT D ENTED, ZOROXAT A, B Of+REr4, rBL7 5, EH

ﬁ%m%ﬁ%%@ﬁ%®ﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁﬁwﬁW§%ﬁﬁﬁjﬁék@\ﬂ%%m1+ﬁ=%¥

&LHB:%%méoM<rwwbcfA@ﬁUxﬁﬁ%ﬁ%Lt%@f%éo&4fA

L X AT BOWRIERIL, PaYa— (1 +c), PeYVp—(1+0)&72D, PyYy>1+c> PrYpDI

91 DI FOEGET /LI, Ghatak and Guinnane (1999) 3~ 1" Armendariz and Morduch
(2005) ZHEIZLTW5,
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END, FAT ADHNFIZRMEZRFET L2 L1285,

— 5T, $UTHRZ A TEHMITERWIGE, FIFRIIE TOEBEFITHBOKETRHRE S
o, 247 A XA 7 B ONFPEEERFETHEMET D L. 2 ORERIT ORI
iE. (aPy+ (1= a)Py)(1+1)—(1+c)Th D, BEEF TG THDLD, FIFRIT

f4r=— t¥C (5.1.)
aPy+ (1 —a)Pg
L%, Vp<Yg KV, ZAT ADVFELZHFETLLE, ¥4 7 B UEICHMELHEHT D
ZERDLNDL, EIELZOFREOL ETIE, 47 ADPBEEZRGE LW blX, 47
B bHbHGEE LW E W) BRIREERITHY 2 L0 b, ¥R b, TORETHHBIZIEY A7 B

ULIMEIELR W, FIFZEPL+rE =Sy, L R27-0THD, LER-ST, A7

Pp
AL o TREERZT 24 2T 4 TRMEET 2560 H, GRBGINERT L, TO5
HiX. Y =21+r TH2Z,(6.1) XD ZOFHIFLUTOLIICEZMZ L5 ENTE D,
v, > 1+c
A= aP, + (1 —a)Py
HLb, o Yy Pyn PROBEDENTDICE S BRWEAITIE, SRES TR, 2
RATHIFE L RN E WO IRFEICE D, ZANTEE EMFIN2BIRTH S,

(5.2.)

I Y — FREE
WIZ, EFIC LD BEICET2ERRE, L0 ERICIIETORE AT 555 7k %E
AT 2 ERREDORBEEZELET 5, b LUEFRENEZRLRN-T22BIE, TrYx
7 N OBESIIP,DOMERTY L 720, (1 —R)DMERTER LD LIRET H, —FH TIHEFENS
NERBoTRBIE, 7rY =7 NOIGSIIP(K P)DERTY L7720, (1—-P)DOMETER
ERDEWET D, o, BHTHZ L3 EMdEHEIbDOLETH, ZZTl+ck,
PY—d>1+4+c>PYLELSZET, BNTHLE0HBRREDHAPHZNTKETCHD &
RIET D, BT HZ L EMAEERNTEZ LD 2 LOMHRIED:EE, 1= (P, —B)Y —d
LERT D, BITHMEFOTEN A IEMICBI LNRET 5 2 LA aREZ2 HIF, s =R
BE Lo TWAEFICH L TREREZRL LT HEIHIZRT Z LIk T 2N EIET S Z
ENTED, LNLRRD, T TERWIGAIZIIE I NEFHR M SLAESIK (incentive
compatible constraint) Z i/ T MENH H, HHEMEOIE L RITIMET DL Ik HEL
BRTERNEVWIREND, BHERBLRD S BT OMEFIFIRY — (1+1)] —dT
b, BETRNOITEZ L S TETFOZIIIRY — A+ 1) & 725, 1EFOF KNS MEHIK
IEPY—(A+n)]—d>RY-Q+M]ERV ., 1=F,-P)Y —d&fli5>Z L TUTDLD
IZEEHMIOND,
1>(P—-P)1+7r) (5.3)

FF-RITWRERVED 7 — A LR L L D1, SITOHEB DA OKETIRE S, LR
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2 T(6.3) AMRZLTWDHIRY | SFATOHEENERFIFTIUTO L D127 2,

+c
1+r*=

(5.4.)

n#E(5.3) RITRAT D &T FHIRmPERKI
Pe_Ps
1> —(1+c¢) (55.)
P,
L%, ZOHKIRKNS, BhET 52 LIk 2RSS, WS EROITENE & 2 HIFE
R +Hmicm< g, FFREENEBLIZEEZRIRLTCLEY Z &R D0D, 2
NBE T AP — REETH 5,

BISHEE AR BITRE

Wi, EFICE D ZHWICET 2 BEBIREICONWTELET S, BEIUSIIpDOHRTY &
Y ENLIMNEIERICAR S LET D, b LIEREr TH L6, [EFRICE - T
KINZATDIR &0 IR DSMIAFAE L7V, BUEENY D & & | BRI NETTH D
ITORVPOBEREEZ T2 N TE D LIBET D,

H L HEITOMET OIS &2 F 1B CTENGET 2 2 EBNARETH B BIE, SRITIIMET
Wk LTINS KA N EThE D 2N TE D, LLARRL, $YT08% 9 TE 2R
WL, EFRICEDPEBARBITZSZENTE 2V, T2 T, 20 L9 78 DO
12 — 2ADOHRHBYRRBUS O W THRRET 2, T72bb, #ATIIE Mz > 0CTHEEL1TO 2 &
NTE, qOMERTIREZBH LNFFT 52 ENTED LRET S, 22T, BEFER 742
G a2 REEL TV DI H 20 b TEIEIICEB A BT 2 I L T D &) Z & ERAT
Lo CREH ENTH A, TR TOIEEZERINT 5 & W) R EFRE L Tl 2 & T, i’
ITIFETICHNEIT) L OMEH T2 N TEx 5, BRIV EITI ZODOLEAS
X Y- +r)2(A—-qYTH D, LTIV EBRIR L2 LI L DIE T, Al
IS E B A BIT & Lo A O Th 5 (IICERITOME T OB I E B R IBAT %
HERLZHAIINENEr L 25 T bRy L 72 5), Lin-T, i
FIELL T O XT3 2SS O R WEATL, W EThRW D L &8 IRT 5,

1+7r
Y >

(5.6.)

FlF-21%, SYTOBE OB CIRE D, 2 2 TEITIE, BRICT 740 M & S8, #iEpq T
YZEUT 5 L0, BFESEISICES REITE 3T LN E 2B b ET D, b
B,

p(1+7)—(1—-p)z=pqY —z
ThiHZ L ERET D,
(5.6.) AL LTV D & T HUE, B S COFIFHEIL,
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_1+c+(1—-p)z
p

1+

(5.7.)

L%,
(56.7) X#&(5.6) RUITRAT S Z LT, EFOEBSHEB RIBIT 2 FIT LW DR
T A3
Y21+c+(1—p)z
rq
ELTEIND, BROREEMcOEEE Mz 356 &, ERIXL Y EOIERY, B
FOMERp, qD b & TRFLZIBIRT D AlgEMEDNm < 725, WIIWZIX, £ 0 OfENMKT
MRIRGEZ LW ENERCR D, ZHUDNEKEGRBITORBE TS 5,

T 5 & HROIEFEIT AN L ST, RO X ) el 5 2T,
B, BEFRE LRV ERREACH L TERAZ LIV L L, X0 LZeREANCx LT
FERaA NEFE T2 2 827D, RICFIFENRLDLZEREANCE > TRT E LY
BICiE, BHTBZOLONFELRNI LI/ D GEEKME), 5 o, HEICELT
BT A48T 4 THANTLE S (ET7 AT — R, H=I2, PESE=42 Y
YT OERBRHICE L WS AIE ERICRE LAV ey T T EEZTLE D (K
W HIE G A BATIRIE) o

(5.8.)

5.2.1.2. I NV—FVL T 4 TR DEHRIER B

ZZTIESHG 7'v 77 ATEMH STV DB ERFET 2 SIS, YhlEN ED L 9
WU CTEIRERZER L TV D ORI T 5, £ Oife T, S RardlE, 372
DHT 7N R LT —= =D OIREREEZITH) 2N, BF (Vo) &
SO 7o TND Z EEHLNTT D,

SHG 7'm 7T A TOBBRIERIE L 13, (@) TNEND A L /N—=03MILD X N — DRl E
W L TIRAEAN & 725 T D, (b) RIZ A 2/ 3—D— N2 LB A B IRE AN ATRE & 72 o
7%t TRTOAN=DE]EZ T2 L %, BRI ROERNT 78208
Wrieinno 2 & &b,

LU O/NEICIE, R RGERIE 2 5 GL A&k ME, &7 43— N, BRI E
BARBITREICED X 9 7B %2 52 20050 Tt 5, AL DT T VI,
WP IZ DV TlE Ghatak (1999) 3 XU Van Tassel (1999), €7 A ¥ — RIZ2OW T,
Stiglitz (1990) 5 XY Che (2002), BEREHIEE A BT TIZ 2\ Tl Besley and Coate (1995)
THd,

TR, T —T X ANOENTHRER S, i b OREIGR TR CTh 2 & RE
T2, EIBELBITBEVORENEICHE L TREERIFREF O LT 5,
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GL & ¥Rtk RE

SHG 7'm 77 AT, JNA—T %/ T BRI — M —2REZENTET, £S5
Fixa—T 4 X —F— Lo THESINESMEGEHOY XA "inb, ey 77U M5
MEDSMOBEERRELTI ZENTERY, HEmiZiE, VAZICEALTRER~ v F
> 7 (assortative matching) %3 L HAEL D EIEIR G20, &7 A o "—RERRIZ
DU TILH Ci%k (self-selection) DFfE R & /e Z LN TEX 5, ZDORED 7 /V— 7 FERRIL,
AT AL, A7 BRI, 47 A BOIRELE W) ZODMAEDENREZ LD
D3, A D DI T RRFICRNL T 5 Z S ITHERPLETH D, ZD7d GL DA =K 1
EBEETHINT, RE_OOr—A (FNV—THWREDX A TIZONTRENREN) %
ST TIUERWZ L1225, 22 TIRRIED 7 — AW T 592,

G 2 Z T =D X A 7i(= A,B)DOWBNILL T O L o IcELRENn 5,

pflY; — (L + )]+ pi(1 - p)[max{y; — 2(1 +7),0}]  (5.9.)
Wete D= b F =131 — p; DR THEEITRWT 2720, EOLGEITIIABREZ L T
IR B2 E25.9) IIFEENTND, ¥4 7 A1X(B.9) XA THL 201, A
EHFET D, Lizio T,
Va2 R-p)A+7r)if Y, =221 +7), (5.10)
Y, = (1 +7) otherwise. (5.11.)

AL EIICHA T BIZOWTHESMGIKEIFEZES ZENTE D,
Y= (2—pp)(A+7)if Yz =22(1+7r), (5.12)
Y5 = (1 +r) otherwise. (5.13.)
Yp > V22D T, ERROFFITHONWT, =00 AT BMHET D, bbb,
Y >Y,>2(14+71),
Y5 >2(141)>Y,,
2(1+7) > Y > Y,

THD, ZZTIHHRPOHAIZONTER DS, Yp>Y, >2(1+r) LV, (5.10) K &(5.12)
BT D2 Enbnd, ZAN—HDOT V=TI 2 BAOEREZE LT Z 0650
A% ST O IIFFRIFFT,

la{pZ + 2pa(1 —pa)} + (1 — )P + 2ps(1 —pp)}12(1 +7) —2(1 +©),
L%, $UTOEB TR ORISR
1+7r*¢ = 1+e
apa(2 —pa) + (1 — a)ps(2 — ps)
LD, ZOBERITHEXG.1) XTRLSINDEANET O b & TOBHF]T-3 L0 K
ZELICEEBMETH D, THUTEITE, KEICKD LIEFNL KRR LI EFOEe%

(5.14.)

92 2 A TREEDOEAITHONT S, IENFE U2 BIZREDORE S RERBEORENE LN D,
9B D " OD I — RO TH, IZIEREEDORERENELND,
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T E D 2 LSRN T 5, BEICHI) LIEFEM RO/ — b — O & 1 — p Ok

TRATL 22 TR B RVWO T, BEDMINE KM & & LIEF OMIRRR L,
R=1+7r+(1—-p)A+7)=Q2—-p)A+71%),i =A4,B,

ERFLTHZLTED, GLOBRASR TOWRWES, (ETOREMIE S&if & U HIFHK

BT +1 = ———C  Cdholo, TR, RyZNENEXAT A A7 B OEH

aP4+(1—-a)Pp

K13 (effective interest rates) & 72 L7=¥A . (5.14.) &~ CTHMFELF] 1 % LU
TOLIIRKRDDHZENTE D,
R; = (2—=pa)1+0)
apa(2 —pa) + (1 — a)pp(2 — pp)
. (2—=pp)(1+0)
T apa2 —pa) + (1 — @)pp(2 — ps)
Z b, GLIFZ 2 EF & bR EF oM TEIFFRIGELOIT D Z LI LT
5D ERDbND, BRI, GL 372 & AT R E TRV IR 125,
a7 FIIEE VIR TR BRI SN TV D, ZHUC kY, GLIZBIT 54147 A DH

<1l+4r*

>14+r*

44 [ 48 _ pa(2—p4)(1+c) 7 37 -~ 7 Fi| 48 _
75 F 15 13X pa¥y wm%mHPmM%mﬁsz\GLﬁ>£ﬂof SE2E RS R RSN

_PAQFO) oy g LD, T DO . GL TR R AR L. 5

apa+(1-a)pp
FFRICEEZ DT D Z L TEARGIOEBRAGEELZ D TND ENZ D,

I THERLEROIZ, 6.9) RKOERILTH D, HFEOT R Y =7 FAKKL A
L TWAEEICIE, 1+rZ2ERDOV T2 N4 L LTRESNLTVD, HHEEM
O ERAL TIFEKAE B RNBITIIFE LRV ERESNTND NG, /N— M F—IE i
DOFEY a v 7 2% CORENTERS o TLE-LEEXLND, ZOXIITA
\Z[EA (idiosyncratic) D a v 7 &#5iF T a v =7 RBRKRM LIz N— M F—%, KL
TAEFIRERBHE T 20008, ZRETHFORHAREGA N TWARN-T, TOIZHAR
(X GL WEB OB HRFERIEE (FEALRBREHIEE) “ORNRFEEZH O T 5 2 & a2l A b,

GL & EFNNY— FEE

T N—T oG T DIETIL, = b =GO ANOEFHFIGERRICT 5 L 5147
45 L RET D, AT RNTEEZ Lo ETRIEENHEEZZTZ LD LTS,
TN—TNEIT % L0 RPUEZRIT T DRMFICOWVWTELET L L, BhT5Z 800
555 WRFFISIE.

9 KFECHWSD HEEEIEHIEE . [ (GL NED) FEMERKIE ] L) F—TU— N, #HHD
IR HDZEFEE LTS (GLIZBWT/8— b =00 R0 U 72354 ORELREFE IS RE9 5 HIE) ,
7272 L., fIEOHAEMNE BT H2GEIFREEZ, VA7 =T YV 70—2& LTEMEHKIS
PERFET D2 LRl T 255 1C3%E LAV 5,
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pilY — (1 + 1] +p.(1 —pe)lmax{y —2(1+7),0}] - d
Thb, —H CTHRIERNTEEZ & 52 L DELNDMIRFISIT,

pilY — (1 + )] + ps(1 — ps)[max{Y — 2(1 +1),0}]
L5,

T, Y204 )0 —2AFBET H, SIS ERTERE L0 bE
WRIERE LN GEAICOBRE ST 52 L &8IRT D, 1= (P, — B)Y — d%&{H > THIKE L
PRI A HES LULTO X 91075,

T2 [pe(2—pe) —ps(2—p)I(1+71)  (5.15.)
A RITITOBB R TIRE D005, (5.15) XD L TWBE LEEA, LLFD X
INCELSZENTE D,
1+c¢
1+TG:p42—m)
ZhiE, 5.4) RTERILENTZ GL 28 LARAWEE OB FRE 0 bIRWKETH S
ZEnbnsd, ZoXE(G15) KUITRA LT, BRBHERINEEX BT L,

2 —De—DPsPe —

r= 2—pe De

(5.16.)

P14 ¢) (517.)

Lirs, BB C1Th A0, EROFDIEGSE) KE VIS RoTRD, Thbb,

GLIZE>TERY/NStDET, (EFRICBENEBLRVWEIBIRSELZ LN TE D,
Vb, GLIZE > TET AT — FREPEM SN D A D= AL EpR LT, Wigik s
ERBEIC, HERT T VOUMIRE T/~ =07 a V27 FRERLESES 1-p.bL
<IEL —psDHEE) . BAEWIZENT G 9 BERGERIE DM ERNCH A ENTNWD Z & 23D
N5, Ledo T, ZORBEIZBW TS 728 GL WNES CHERHRFERIEE 2 AL 5 OnZ OfF
SIS AR SIS T AMERD B,

GL & BBz HE B BAT

GL b & T, RIZH DIEFDIERY 2815 LiRFE 21T 5 — 5 T, BIOMEFNIRFE Z21TH
Rpolomt, MiZIIN— b —ORFELFERDVTL0E 5 0RETD20LERH D, b
LB NFENRDY 35 2 & 2R W 43y - 20+ a2 B Tr =LAl T L2 5,
LovL, BEDBENRDY LI & 2RIE L7261, RGO FRITr oA %%
. (b LAAETIUT) REDESIZqOMERTERINSND Z L1225, BEOKIIMERIT
ANDEFHRTHILTH D &5, 72L& APUTHMEFRBITICH - TofEF AR FERICTE > 72<
BENIEZREF L TRV E DT HETH GEERISIEB BT . ko i— ) —
WL DOEFHORERDY 2 L TEe b, b L ERLPERDY LT, #k
bEAEELZIT LI L2220, (b LFETITL) qORERTREMNEMEN SN TLE D,

ZIZTC, Ao A=T1E CAOETFORAGEZ RS D X O1TET 5 L RE
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T2, IZZE BT 5 X5 2178 % LU, famflEzszZ 52835, DT
DT TIEZDDGENFIET D FH—1Z. WFOEFERFHRY ZF>THH5ATHY .
BT, ELon— ALETRYZR>TWHHATH D,

B—Dr—ATIL, T N—TPNIREEAT O MBS EME 2y =21 +7r) = (1 —¢@)?2Y +
2q(1 — Q)Y TH D, ALIT XN EITORNZ EDLELNIHFHFGTH D, Tbb,
TN—71%, ST - @)* DR TR OGS BRI TE 20 s LUIFETE RN E
T, 2YOEENEEFHZ LM TE D, —FH T, 2q(1 — QDFEFETHEITN EL LM —A
DIEFONGE B LI ONFETEX X YEEDLZENTEX S, ZOFRMIZILLTD LD
ICEXHZ N5,

1+r
Y >

(5.18.)

(5.18.) Kix(5.6) KEFULTHD, LIEN->Tr 2bibe L72BE., GLITN G OfEFENE
DR AR LT b, EFORET LA T 4 TITORBELE X N2 b
N5,

WIZE D —AZONTERD, JIV—T N DEAT O LBy R E,
Y-20+r=>A-qQYThd, T78bb,

> 2(14+'ﬂ (5.19.)

Y

LB, FANGBA8) REV KEL o TNDZ ENDMND, b LLYBHICE TR,
GL IR D — hF—DAEE D Ko RT 2 LmTE D,

WITERT DRI 5 THF AR FRICHONTELET S, KIZ(6.19.) AL LT3
A, $UTORIRE. P2 +2p(1—-p)]12A+1)— (1 —p)?2z=2(1+c) L 72 5%, L7=2»
TR0,
1+c+(1—p)2z

p(2—p)
T D, ZHUE GL A2 WA OWHF]7%(5.7) KX HENZ Enbnd, 2 %(5.19.)

KICRATHZET, FE—Dr—A, FE_OFr—ARFGIZEBNT, $FIT708 7 — 71Tk G
SHDLZENTELHRAERFLUTOL I ITRDHND,
2[1+c+ (1 —p)?z]

p(2—p)q

— 5T, RIZ(5.18) AL L(5.19.) DS L7pW e I, Z N —T 13— D r—2A
DHIINNEAT S, ZORPLT T, 170 (ZANOEFITET D) AR RS,
2p2(1+ 1)+ 2p(1 —p)qY —2(1 —p¥z =2(1 +¢) & 72 5%, iz, HEF]F=Rix

1+7*¢ = (5.20.)

(5.21.)

9% FRATIZZ NV —TMR2(1 + )DL N E TERWIGAEDHR, TE=F VU T 52T HLERDDH, K
FOBFOFENRE 2l bR, (1-p)?ThD,
9% FUTIZI - ANDEFNIEEY Z > TWAHELSN, £E=F U 72T H0ERNH DL, Z0E
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1+c+(1—p»z—p(1—p)qY
P2
LELZENTE S, EHI2ZE(B.18) KITAATEZ LT, TR FE—Dr—ATH
=TT LA T 4 T2 52572 00&EN N5,
21+c+(1—pz)z
pq
(5.23) XoFWIEG.8) XLV L RELR-oTWD, LEN-T, EAEMTMETIC
FHNEFREITEX 5 — T, GLIZIXZNN TERWYOHFANGFAET D En¥bnD,
BT AHLE, GLICK > TE—DFr—A, O — AN G EFICREFEE{TOEAZ &

1+7r*¢ =

(5.22.)

(5.23.)

AT D&M WTM Z OWEOIEFE T2 + 2p(1 — p) = p(2 — p) TH

%, WD — AR BT RIER & S5 2 LR TE 55T, ”*ﬁ);q“ <v<

A AP iy 2 O ORFERIEPECh D, HARMFTOL L Tk, EFIE

p(2-p)q

yz%{j"”%@éﬁmmfﬁ L. EHERIIpTH S, GL DA & el LT\ oK

PR R TE B O, BEIGER IR, Tabh, y 2 0 L e opt,

p(2-p)q
BAETHD, TNUSTIE GL O FBNRFEMELS 2> TLEH, ik, EREN 5
WZEenE & K LEETRERE LD A= F—0REEZFEROV T8 T 47
MIRNET TR, BREFOBMEDOREEZT 548y T 4 760D Th D,
ZOETNVICEBNTY, ZA—TRIRFEZT O 2D OB GRMIC2(1+r) LW D BT
B RAERI E DDA TN TND Z L ICHEERMLETH D,

5.22. IN—FV T 4 v T2 DHERBREIEDNAER R AR
AV/NEITIE, 1990 FERLIEE M S N TS EMERIB TR SNV X7 =T V7D
st a2 552 LT, GL Vﬂﬁﬂ“@*ﬁﬁ%[@%fﬁ)ﬁk4@‘é*f¢% OOWRN OIS 5, 5
WCEHT 201X, HOFIERICH E <V IRLHAEHORETHY . Wb HiED K
L7 — 2508 (repeated game effect) TH 5, F 12, 205 HEFIZEDIBRO A TIIH
FTLHMAT L2 N TERVWANREE (intrinsic motivation) DEEFITH 5,
FatE OV 27 =7 U 7%, JFAlE UTEAEFTNIC L > TITE SN 23880 % 8 U Tk
ST D A RAERIE S ED—D LB XD Z ENTE D0, HHFT O] /) (enforcement)
FWO B FEBAGETH D LIHR S 220y (FRIZiE EEO X 5 ITERIEEDEE > TO R VR T
X% 9 ThD), -, HARBRHIEIZ T DIREKRGFOME (contingent nature) [ZiE[H

C5MERITA - pH) Th D,
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LT, TX_TORHMICEL TEERIHEZHFE L2 E DIL, 13E A ERATERISE
WV, EHICEL OWGNIHB NS T ETEHAFEFAT 2 2 R TcE R, BET 5
A2 DNE LT E CTHMICEH THHFT LT CREAZBEVWEN2WEELZ N, 20X
DRI TIE, 7 & AMARBRHEN B/ ONLFRAREL TH, LU 215
B2 R NI 2 Z LITHEE L WIRE L, L7 - T, FHAELRBREIE O L Sk 4
BETDLIET. AT =S NARBERIPITA D= ZALNED L RIETHILL TN DD
WEMS ZEEERT D, T7hb05, REMARBREIEIZSNT 200805 ZINKIS
WaEBZ D2 21X, DD HIEH D WIZEK D DML L 7200 &y 5 2K BT
& (enforcement problem) #% 25 Z & LZELWVDTH H97,

52.2.1. HOFIE LV ELMEAEEA

AIET CHaf L 72 B TG E 2 R T 5 —2 D A B =X L3, H CFIZEERE OE N 2K
E LT RHIMIC SIS EERTH D, Wb IR L7 — AEGROICH TH 5,
V27 =7 V) o 7SR 2 S L72iFZeid, #1213 Kimball (1988)%° Coate and
Ravallion (1993)72 E Wb %, T D DIFFEIC Lo TER(L SN BRROZLE /1, BUF
D X ) I FEH O H RIS (ex post voluntary participation condition) D% & > T
W5

Ui - Ui(e) = D BEU(Ui(eh) - i) (524)

t=s+1

CHIMBANINA T =< VIV AT =T ) o T MU ARt SN 5, v
F FsiCBIT DB ABELZLELTND, B < UTEBIRFEZERL TS, 72, yHIhER
B apmEL LT EZIIRETIESEZR-S oGRS IbRS, BfEED
HEKMERFE T, AT S5O EHNRFIEE2 R L TEY ., v > doRaicix
WICIEDEZEZ &5, th=yl—cl< 0 biZildthE 2 E T2 LR oN D, ATV A
72T VU TIZBIULENT 5 Z LB LND WG CH 5, HIRHMEIZs IR ATEE
RIEWMICHE SN THE SIS, iRV AZEMTHL72 01X, VAZ =TV o Ihbis
SNAHMEITFEAIE LTIEILR D, A 74—~ A7 22T ) Z7ORKNPAE
FHM) (self-enforcing) TH 272121, (5.24.) KOAREXNT R TOWRIE, X TOH
M, X TOMACONWTHEN L TV DIRERSH D, BETIUX, DX 25T
VAT =7 Vo T PFEH R TR T 5 2 & L D,

5.2.2.2. WNRYEhE
MR L7 — LB, A 7 A — VR BRI BT DIEITHE A = X L DOMHE—D b
D EVD DT Tl 7Zevy, ITETIESER - ITEIRR B F OBV, JEE (emotion) 2335

7 FEHH DU 27 v =7V o ZIZEIT 2 RKIBITIERBIEIC OV TIE, Platteau (1994a),
Platteau (1994b), Fafchamps (1992), Cox and Fafchamps (2007) # &M X7z v>,
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JBATHRHENC R T 4 TR BB A2 52 5D TR VW EEANEE > TV 5,

REFIHA T, Hasd, 0BT E . NEFEIC K - TEMER RPN EHE &
o, BAE OEEMEZ OB DX 1970 FR LI STz (e.g. Elster 1989), LarL72
DS HRRFFDEE 2 BRI ERL L, oM I Z L1272 > 7= DX, Benabou
and Tirole (2003) OEEAKZV, #HIZ L > TENE TEIKIZER S TWTZEENN
MIENEE (intrinsic motivation) & L THEUEICERR I, BTN 72 5% 5 2 5
DO EERIIE I Sz,

ZRIDIBATIREFIA I = AL LCRENRER T 2HNEITLLTO 5 5 Th 5, H—I4.
SEOER (guilt) TH D, THITHENE L ILEENES 2iEK T 5 2 &I KBk L7 #
AL ADEETH D, Fehr and Schmidt (1999) D ERALICHE 2 1E, AT [ARERAT O
— D& L CIREM O (guilt aversion) ZEHRTHIENTE S, HHIE, n AT
A X —DHIFRT b Zx = (X, s Xjy o, X ) T D EE L T LAY —i OZITEIEUL,

1 1
u(x) = x; — a;

S Z max{xj - X, 0} - Bi mz max{xl- - X, 0}

LB bDETH, ZIT, q; >F[THOHO0SB,<1ThHDETDH, ZORE, BBFEERD
MBS AR L TR Y | iy — LA OREE ORSFENF AT L2 EnmbinTn
% (Fehr and Schmidt 1999),

72, HoE (shame) HIRFEK &1IBID A B =X A TREATHREI Z BT 5, ARICHE S
D ZERNEENIND Z LI Lo THEL WIS ADIHALIK L 256, Talhi<T
WIZAI 2=FT A NTHEEENTWAEIL—LEWDLZ ENRERESND, T72bb, A
T VTN OBBLOFREE IR 2D EEX LD, Fio, WEITHT D RIGIE,
J—Vin b Ol B < 7o DB N OITENZ T 2 1F M E BV T 5 2 & 22T &
O R R b RO (FHROILAVENEZHEAL LT <T2), Thbb, EEN - M
AR 2 18 U CRERANCSINHIRI O 7= S D FEPH AR5 Z L1272 % (Barr 2002,
Blume 2002), Barr (2002) 73/~ L7z & 9 \THYR ISR 2 SOSFEANIC L > TRE < HBAR D
AREMER VY, F R SUEREMOFEIZ L » TIREICHE ) BOAN R 5 Z L bR S
LTV 5 (Fafchamps 2006), BORFET2aIa=7 4 noiflid 52 & 2RI L
AL, 2 2=2F A NTHRYE L TV AL — A ERET S 2 L ICR YT « 7 RINE (B0)
LD Z L BEmMICH SN2 5T D (Blume 2002),

Z DOMAF THET 2 NAIEIRIE, FifhrE, E8 () . B0 2 I ER DO =>Tbh %,
B Z VXA P& PN O R ELARRR A BE D A RAZ B TR DY 5- 2 2 528 % 8T L 72 SEREMFIE 1T,
Cox (1987), Ravallion and Dearden (2009) 72 82385, &6 6 L EMHIFKISRMAIZHT 5
IEDOREEME L TV D, FEBREER TOMIEIL., Andreoni (1989), Andreoni and Payne
(2003). Stahl and Hruvy (2006) 72 E23d% 5,

Benabou and Tirole (2003) 2 & 2 WHBhH D &Lk, Lk Lz o 0@k & g1
A DO BEICE U TRt —RIZSEGE L 72 E S iR S 2 8, FEBR - TR O Tk
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S U TR (A ENER 2 4 L oA L 72 AFRIT £ 72T b TRy, REDEFESHT 3
BADRHBTHDH EEZBND,

5.2.2.8. TN—TFV T 4 7 IZRIT D ELRBRIE~DBIHIKISL:

LU OBERH 38T Tl GL PO ALORBRHIE 2 EEL S 5 BIRRy e gl & LT HKAE
RIFRL O R4 EL S| (state-contingent financial transaction) Z#HET 5, F7=. 74
— < VIR MFAE L7 WRILT, 20 2 A (5,=1, 2) & &1 SHG B MF % {ET
Do BT, ZN—THNOSMEFR L THEROIESFREMENFIEL O D & T 5,

F£7 SHG . MF (2317 Hafis | (g - ir&) 28, Hx OFFHIR R R 3 v 710k
L CIRREIK AR D EK) (state-contingent contract) &720 525 Z & &+ 5, ZZ T,
SHG %! MF Wil Cldiifsy a v 7 BAETR L X2, KBITHE 2 SOIFEREZ D 5 5,
Thbb, PifFy a v V7 BEEFEHO Fu vy 77U Mg ERITHA L £ ) TRV
BTHD, AIEHEITIESHIC2OIZHHTE S, 0. b LD DK 1 BV NRRE 2 (H A
LTWb7biX, fiffva vy 2737 e v=7 MkPhiERICEEEZE L, BBEAEITE5X
BT, BT, FriGia v 7 I ko TlEillrE (37205 MF ~OSIMEN]) %349
ZENTET, V=TI Re y 77U hainnd, EHonr—2ATHHA L
SHG ® MF OiE#EfF 25T By, LR T, EF ey 770 M aglEgiZ Sn
Yty (L7eh3 > T, SHG M MF OiEEN Ik SN2 5H6) 258 L, 0% TR ey 77T
U RBELD T —AE ATV,

WE, T A Y —NIEE TN (non-stationary strategies) % & 2 IEW 17— L& FHE
1259, SHG Oo&#E 2 A (=1,2) 13 t 12FF yi (> 0) 2%ITR5b0ET5, 12
L. sIRIREBT s=1,-,5 &9, Fio, I t. R s 12T 2 RBLRY - IrE D=
DEEHEE gLy, 7D Tisg,qh, =0 ET5 (MY ZA, 5% ELT5), Z2Ti
OB E U, () & 34X, A A LRI E ~D SR 14 (participation constraints)
(=N

U;(vé, LL) - Ui (vh = g, 1Y)
N t i i i 8 i i
<6 ) 8 EU(vie — ae Lhe) — 75 BV, 1) + 4, (5.25)
t=0

LD, T2l L, ZMNE 2 XV RAIZEEH THL EREINLTND, T2bbH,
Uy>0U0",<0, U,>0U",<0Th5s, £7=. LL,(>0) IL SHG & MF (2235 =
ETHELNLMFIE TH Y A (=0) 15— 2ITd1TF DI R (AR EE~D AR ZN)
OEAE MW D4E2008E, &2 VIR —EMoh THFEnD (FHFEOIGHRNITE
EWEFICT D L9 7) EMEORETH D, gl L ql, PWADE XTI HICHIFIN &
MIRNDT, BEBINEDGREOHEZENG LT H, ZOBMBKBEERT H DI,

98 DIFClk, A > 74—~ /L2 AR E DL % €7 L4k L 7= Ligon et al.(2002) %
HEZICSHGRHD YV AV =T Vo ThEZ S,
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HOPDHIRE & 1ZOWT, WIE (¢h, qip > 0) ICE > THE LD RIINARFIEN, Il
HE (gl gi, = 0) ICE > TELRDEMINFIZEL D b RENENI 2L ThHB, A K
T VNE CWHHROFPE AN D Z 172D (Fafchamp 1999, p.266), S0 O G 2s @il
F:h EFE 10280 ThDETIUL, EBLL 5 DREOMAE OEITIESFRNZ (h,
D (ILh) 7 ®&EAYZ (h,h) 0,1 (m,m) OWFhnThd, 272l m=(h+1)/2 T
HD, W, BT Uy RTHEMHRHRREE (h, 1) BEBRLEGEICE, hhrbl~E b
TUATy—=NEL D, £, BE2T7 7 RFT (mym) BNEBRLEZBEICE, F1T7VF
TITONTBEIORERREND, bLb, #2772 FTHO (h,) AELHIE, FL
LT h B I ~EEEBIENTOIL, BIT7 VY RORFIIEH I 59, ZDLED0ER
G OBIEIE SRR H A MRIRIE]L L2 > T AICHRFEL T 5 9 2 & 25 L CHkIgey
WCESZHE LTV LIRS D, FiGFEEN T X ATRITE BIXITECHEBEL
TWIUR) . BEBIREITOA BT 4 7MW EDL T &5, —H CHMSFEBICE L T,
TR OIERFRERIE (£ 7 VT — R X OBISHES A BIT) SIEAZ2 561, HiBRAY
IHEMERB/IMEE NS L O MRS TV D SHG W C (BMROEFESE VR EWN & HE S
D7) HHERREIER AR I NCT < 7D,

WIZ, FRHIRER Y 3 > 7 DMEBABEITH 2 WITREIIFEAR LW E S 2/ Z L, &k
fIZ1E SHG B MF O&@iSEME L3RR SNG4 BEL L 5. 20 L 20BN
FIGRAEIL,

, S = . o 8 .
wﬁé)—U&%V—%HLQ)§5zzny(%¢—QQwLh)_T:EEUK%)+Ai(326)
t=0

L%, (5.25) & DEWL, BEBELZITORITIUL MF o0 LY, 22275
TENTERLRDENVWIETHD, Lo T, Bk LI SR 22 R ks i ~ D 4% &
WO EMEIZINZ T, MF 205 ORISR+ TH 5 72 H I, HMIZSREB O 1k 2 A4 5
OB EBENAE LD, ZOBAITAMMEICY &S ISR B TIXR <L MR
BIFIZEOER DT L 7o > T D, DED | FTfF h OBINFIZL > TE, BeBEEITH
TETAKREEERT DI ETHLNDITTTH - SR T ORI EW D 05, MF % ikt
NIRRT 2 2 & CEZATRERe g (FICAFEE A - RS ORI AraetE & FIUA

FIITHEBZRN O/ ON LR E) BNEnE EE-> TS Z &b, Z0LHIC
Ky 77y EBELD7—AT THER) EeBisd il U7 RELRE - IrE s 235k
ST AT EEBLMNICT DO, B FRRIRE DBR & S BE e B & XBIT 5

9 = 2 FETOHEMR T, REBEKFEHOBKNYT B2 B U T) KT EELTE
=05, EBICIE MR TIREE - TS T 50 Tl T, B MMERIC X 28O EFE 21T 5
AREME L B ETE AV, 7272 L, STHEEANE O F ITIRITAEE L TV D L, ZA—T7NER
DORFAIIL TS D EIZTHIT A 2 Lo T b, Lo T, B8Nt WBEE%
L), fEmITEHEIENE 2SN TLEY, 2D b, BERFEIZOWTITHIMEEIC
K BTAETE T EERICKAMBLRE LS NITEIEEHEBICEZ 50N EB 2 TIWEA
Do
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VELR D 5

PLE, BT a v (idiosyncratic shock) (ZiEH L7=ZEHIx LT, SHG N4 CTHE
SRR IRREIR AR O PEE (state-contingent repayments and savings) #1225 Z & T,
WARITHARBRHIEE & UCTHREL 5 5 2 & 20l L7z, LUTFICKRHE ) B1F b V7o RE & 5
HL, REICIIBHHE TR ONMEET —Z 2 HWT I b ORGEZFHEIZIHZFEL T
ARG

K& 1 : SHG WE TEINE [ L OFTGOMBEA /N S T AUE, fhaiy - HIBRRYTHEME D
DI FIEREZ BT 5720, FENEBICB T 2BEDO Y 272 =7 U v 7 LRI,
SHG WNHETHT L < AH BARBRHIEE A AR S D, SHG WESO TR K & < | #haii &
OB R BIL T 27 =) 7% F 5 a2 hAFIRIEERE 2 RVWES
Wi, BEEOREHEA OV 27 > =7 U v 7 DS RGERIE OREEE 2 FF o,

i 2 - SHG WEB CH ARSI ENFET 256, TOERICH D A =X L5151 B
B72#k 0 I ULAREAEF] (repeated game effect) . (2) WHIENEE (guilt aversion, shame
aversion, FfLIE, (. BRI /1 EED . (3) SHG OIEEN) 15 5L 2480 - a8k
BIZRiRIEE . (4) T v H LB Y a3 v 7 ISk DR O B 22 R ~DOWifE, © 45T
bbb, METIE, 20 4 SOEROETH LIE—F%A# U T GL O RGEH] T2
FIBATIRBIEZE T2 £ B2 b D, BARRICIE, EHNEITICH - 72 Ze5HI k45
BBz iE U CRELRY - ITEMTHOID,

53. 7—%

ARETTIIREILEDFH BTN D T —Z IO THBLT 5, FHE TS 4 =L FH
CLKAY R Tr—=IMNOIFIZH DT Y RIR, ALF - T U= ALZ N
TV —HO—EETHD GELITH 3 EESMINY), PHEIXRERA T 220 A
BENTVD, 2008 FFITE R EFE ATV, 2011 EIC % v b U — 7 FRA & R 925 & 320
L7,

5.3.1. “FRMT—%# (dyadic data)

2011 FIZZFM7 —% (dyadic data) ZIWNET H7-DORELITo 1=, AN RT —4
IS HIEE, HEMNENOZF TR INLTXTOY 7120 T, BERZEEZHWT
LT 2 LW HiEEBEA L7 (De Weerdt 2002), T 725, 220 25125V ©
219 & DBMRICOVWTOT —Z &y hatFE LIz, Lzhi->T, A5FT 220X219 =
48,180 O@IHIEL (observation) 23& 5, LATFD ZOOERMICEZ YT 2 FKEH &~ 1IZEE L
THHW, AHINFETONZFEFHIOWTIE 1 2L 0, ZOMOEATEr T4 I—
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B A TN Z AR LT,

Can you give a list of people from inside of Chenad, who you can personally rely on for

help in case of need 1n cash, kind or labor?

Can you give a list of people from inside of Chenad, to whom you can ask to repay

microloans instead of you when you face difficulties to repay?

AT OERM TRIT ONIEFF A BMIZ TRy U —2 = F—) BEOERMTETDL
NFitE REREICBIT 523y NU—27 /83— F—] LR EICT 5, ERORE
b WERIIZ Y 7 OF —F X directional £ /g o TS, DFED iR ERY hU—T X
— F =L LTARIERTZE LTH, j 81 OAMZET TS LIZRL2, BiEDE
MOV TY 7 Of#IT 5,123 ThoTo, —FH T, BEOEMTIE 4,314 ThHhoTo,
7o, EREEND IHhOIFE > TilmE 1FER (2010 4) OfIC, 147 +—~< /U EHEEH
LI 5RZBICHOWTHEHEZTo 72, £ 2SR W THRIZZED T,
ZHoDY 7 ORBIL 2,749 Tholo, HIT, AL 2010 0 1 FHIZ SHG O~ A
suanr—rOiRES L ALMHTE % EEIC TERDY LT bolz) HFEICONWTHE
B Uz, ARELIRFICOWTIT 485, REEITEIZ DWW TIE 329 0 Y 7 sl S Tz,

5.3.2. EMZERE L BEER

Table 5-1 State-contingent Repayment and Savings within SHG

State-contingent repayment  State-contingent savings

HH % HH %
Lending 35 16 n.a. n.a.
No transaction 158 72 180 82
Borrowing 27 12 40 18
Total 220 100 220 100

Source: Questionnaire Survey in 2008

Notes: State-congingent repayment means that if a borrower faces a
difficulty tor repaying her microloan other members pay that instead of
her. Lending means that a person lend money informally to a borrower
to help her repaying midroloan.

Z 2Tl SHG . MF WHENT 31T D NARIAR AL ORI EE D A2 il DWW TRER BER T 2
THER L2V BEMICITEGRON T, AIXEEFFHCEA DY 3 v 7 BELEHAIC,
HE(S FHERS | %38 U7 ARBR - B7 8 &0 9 IRBBIRAFAUELRKI D AL 375 & D G VL &
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iz,

Table 5-1 1%, ALK THEL TV D 2D L 5 ZREBKAFL OGBS | D FERE 2 P L7z
HLOThHD, ZORNPORIEOKF - I7E L I, IERITATOILTND Z LRI N D,
H O MEBANBITICHE - 72 BRICME NS EEHAZMA L TREIEFE L WD DIk 27 F
(12%) . HIZEMLTWD HDIE 35 77 (16%) 126 &5, REIFEIC OV Tz
CRMT =X 252 2 ENTERPSTEN, EAEHD L 40 7 (18%) MNEGIIHEF LT
WD bbb, MWIEFREBENRa y T T REEN) BIFR/NNT +—< 2 ADK
T Tl MF O&®~7 1 —I281) DD TA v 7 4 — < VA LARBRHI BEAFE L T
WHEEZOND, Him, 29 LICMEENIRGI 23 AET 2 ZRIT, IRETLARE DR 7250 &
IHIZB W THERIES D2, RBELRE & BT & WO BIR PR SN2 2 & ITHEE
RNT 77 N7 7 AT 4 T ATHDHZ LTI ZTRL TR E 00,

Fo, FH 4 EOUH LAEEREFZERICMA T, 2 2 CIEFEEOEREZER ) OHE S
NDMSHNBIF 2 AN D, BT, REEiES — AT, 5 I3, BEFICL DAL
BERBICART DMBE TS — L ThHD, F—ORZBET —LOMEIX, LT — L
RfFES— L L TV D, ETHBREILFRNIC AN —MHORT TEREZITH Z & H
baND, BEHLRoT-HEEIT Rs. 10 #UH 10 2 (Rs. 100) 2152, £ Zh D HkIKEE
PHEIZEESW T, (1) EAOHETF 1A (R CEEDGHED) . (2) [A T SHG 263X 7= I E
HOFEF 2 N LT, W BIEET 0 ERET H, ZOERRTIE, IWEHITIREF O
EEBIZEESNT, KENESD EL LA RIRTE 5, K LG a3k & REn
ZOEEENEIUSEE LREFOFHFICRY , HE LEGEICIE AN S bESSHITY
nEien, B —ALFERIC, TXTOSMEPRESR LINEH OWIFORE TERE
1Tolzs 22 TOREEIZ L DIEEFN guilt aversion & EFe x5 (Fehr and Schmidt
1999, Goto et al. 2011), (D)DFHTIZxtd 5 54%A7 the innate guilt aversion T, (2)D
FHFIT k9 5 264447 the identified guilt aversion & 725, FHEOHT TILRTHE 2 i BHA K

100 5 — & D IE et 2 e 3 5 Bk T, REEmEECBE T 27 — % OIEFIEC OV TR L
Tk<, F—I2, KDS TiL SHG & MF O&@iFEh# g3 572012, &7 —7 E&MEI
L TENEFNESRMERELTHFETHIIOHEEL QWD VIIL—7HA O BT FICERLT S
FONVERLL ., SUTEFEME OFRE LR SISO NDE 7D KDS A% v 7 DOF = v 7 NEBRICA
%, —HTHEAOERBTIX, £2ME OIS - A - WFERG| 2 EHEHTL250THY
KDS A% v 7NZEDT R CEEHRTHZ L3y, REEE - IFg T — X oNETIT., 0%
SIMEDRET DEMBEFTLTH D, IAXHI2BMENEEFEEEFAETE2WEEITIE. I—T7
4 T THLNRETERWI L2 MOSIMEFITHR L, BERHIGI 25215, 20T —
RN OWEE E IR Y ER R I LD ICFRAIN DA A DERH R I UEE
Bl 2 SN0 E D LRI E AETH I LNRE, 2D AFITHESNTRELR G & ATED
HEEEZILZT-DTH D, £i2. S —T 4 > 7 TIEEREE) L 13N ZF N E N0 AE EORIESCH
AL LAV, B CRILR AR T AR LRI O TND, 20 L XZEREZFF 2 CHEE AN
TONDZELHD, ZDOHAITITINOLDFHELAEWVIT T RN TiEFKE L TERIC L - Treik s
NTWBHT72d, ZOEEkE WIUTEREG NI A2 T, RV ED L D 2Bl CTHRE LT\
OPEHRET DI ENATREE 72D, AFETIZ, ZOTRXTOSMEOLER A L EEHE (BE
14E[ : 2007~2008) (2% & SWTREEGREING| D7 — & BIVE Sz,
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ELTHWA,

RREICLDEGHAWRECBICART 2MEE S — LTI, BOORREFELLTO
PN HBRE EBICART L ICAB SN D Z ERNFERNCH S END, ZOMD TS — L0
gL, MEHE S —LERUTHD, ZOF—AF, 5 4 ECHY Lo@E oMmkE 7 —
LOH%TEMIS N, EAMENERINICEE T GEFEAYEORE ) TORS —AITE
FHESFENGR U LS ICEAMENHR S NERE T GEEAMEORKET) To@E oM
HAE 75— DB DA KEE 5 T2 the innate (the identified) shame aversion & &
F &IN5 (Barr 2002), #tE47 Tl the innate shame aversion % @t $ & L CRIF
Do

54. 7 vaiESHT

54.1. I/ o#HEET N

[B1)%E 7 /LiX Fafchamps and Gubert (2007) @ dyadic regression Z£fH4 5, €7 /L

(=

L = 1ifB(d;j,1) — B(d;;,0) — C(d;j) + €;; >0

= 0 otherwise
Th b, LV 731 & BTHEET A0 E I 0a R ¥ 2% Th b, BENICIE,
1R ]ERY NT—=I ==L LTARTEET TG EIY) VB FET D Q&L D)
B THD, dijldi L jEOEMZ RS, V7 282 LIC X281, B(dy, L =1) —
B(dy,Lij = 0) TR I, V7 MR T 28AIXC(d;) L7 D, e ldkEETHD, U
JIFENEFES L EOFEDBHERFT B0 a2 X M BRI 5EIHEITN D,

FEEEI T PR 22 BERE 7S Tl < HERRVBEBE & B e, F1RIR. 1L j M MARBILR RS, itk
BIfR7e EN o 25 B ITIIAHESHIEREN W LB 2 B AL D, RO IERIFRIED RS0
HFDOFATAREME A BT 2 & C(dy)ITHR0, HIFRAOREREE & Fufl L TR & < 72D L SR
INd, — 5T, BHEOEWFEFRELOFGEY a v 7 3HE LIS W2 2B xR, M
HORRHIED DG DN LRI & & BITHINT 5 & FREND, Led»> T, HARR
FIEE DRI & LT, +hny, HERROERREI T IE RN OB % 5 2 5 ARtk H 0 |
FAULFEER 72 E 72> TS, R 1 2D ML — RAZIZHIS L TR Y | =0y -
HFRRIITENE ORI RFES N D, fE R Tk, SHG P CRURFRAER 238 72 IRk
SNTWLbITTIERL, BEFOV X7 v =7 U 773 MF ORGIZE TIRE TN D
AREME S DV . EERBURIE EONEDN D ATREVED B 2 EHRRE & 72 5,

5.4.2. WHIMELREREDEE
Fafchamps and Gubert (2007) THfii ST\ 5 KL 512, dyadic regression (21X —> 0

RHRIFTEDSFET D,

121



FTIMRBOFENMETH 5, —HMT —ZITZDDF A TOEHBEENTND,
U7 i, j EoEMw; (CEEOMBIRERLRE) Lz, 280V i jEhtho/ —F
(ZBE3 2 JBMEEETH 5, Dyadic regression Tid(z;,z)DY;; VD T T M LT %)
BB (2, 2) IS L DY DR LR T2 % &9 A AR T HIE 7R 5700 CFRseft : the
symmetry requirement), A TiZY > 7 73 directional T 2728 (V;; # V). ZD XD
RIS Z T TET VT TO L 91275,

YVii=a+ Bl(zl- - zj) + Bz(zi + Z]-) +yw;; +w; (5.27.)
ZIZCHEE R DD, Fy MU —7 OWRHESA (degree distribution) Th 5, RIZT
TOBANE ST A LR EFF > TV LG EIL, Bl 25 2 LIXTE 7ol

B OMEIL, BEREONRATATHS, TH56 HaELWEHIL Fafchamps and
Gubert (2007) ZZMR SN2V, EREAIZ2FIILL T OEY Th 2, #ZEHICE L TEA
FAOBERD, YEEAE ST X TOBNEITS L CTIETH D720, faAHEE L5
BALCTLED EWORMENRBET D, LIzR- T, Wbwd HEMBEOMEZ &1 7=0,
—HHEE & A5 D 72D #ITH% Conley (1999) (27t~ T,

V(B) =X <i

N

Mkl _
Z N Xitjeitjelekl> xtx)t

M=
NGE

i=1j=1

&=
I

11=1

CEBEETLOVEND D, myjgldi. jOEHENN, k. 1OELLNLFELEZICIEZLED
FI—EHTHD,

5.4.3. FTRO5I#E

FLo dyadic regression 7 /L& Z DO FEEHFL TH, FifGOHICHEFAESE & — Ky
BRMRBIELTEBY, DO EN TN O EFR & FE A LRI AR O K FEFRIT R 7
L= (EFEBFRIAMA 228 S8, —RFFTEIE s g v 7 1IT6S LT iEE (L,
Thbb A7 =7 V7)) SHG WEIZ I 1T DA AR EE O A= BRI % 8 | S ARRE S
HIENTERY, TITHAED 451 THMRLILPIHRERE, AREICBWTHLHAWD Z
LET5%,

5.4.4. FHELREREIEOAERER

IR U R REAZ IR L., 5 4 3D 4.5.1.THE LIS %Z2 W T, dyadic
regression % £ 5 7-fES AN Table 5-2 & Table 5-3 TH 5, AiNO _FHiT—#1% 2011
£ 3T ZHETELNEZT— 2085 Tn5, Table52 Tit Iy hU—72
= RTF—] MEIDOX I —EEPHIRIHEL L 7> TE Y, Table 5-3 TIE MUHR
CBTFDERY T =7 8—= b F—] NEIDDF I —EHNWALE L > TW 5D, £
TEREBUZ DWW TSR O A 2011 4 3 AIZIEE S 4L, o7 — %1% 2008 4 10

101 2 L < (X Fafchamps and Gubert (2007)® pp.329-330 % S S 41720,
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AlZED ozt DO Th D,

Table 5-2 DFEFRZH TN, WD T AL, FitOBIEICET 5 7250 Lo %7t
A E L CANTHFFRER AR LTS, ZI0OEFOV A7 =T VU IRED X
IIMREFER TN L TWDDOMNE, #HT25Z N8 TES, ETEESOBRIZONT
HTWL & BEAZTHEIERRE TOFNEL. FBEEP LI R v =T Vv T ORES
T TWDLZ ERDond, ELIC—FHFMRORENATHL Z &b, Fitidxy b
—JR—= KT —=Thd ] MULLDORTT 4T ay ) 228l E@BIENELD
ZENHBEMNE Rl — 5T, REE, EEFBORENATHETHLZ LD, K
ALY B ERREF D EEBIA T TND ZEDRBEIND, T ORR
X, WEROPTEGOMBEND RN T v ¥ A fifsy a v 7 2% 72 FEHHE T A
BN Y A7 % 7= L TWDH— T, MHARBREIEIZI T 2 —E 0SB F ) 72 B
BIZEE STV D ATREMA R LTV D, ZHOBANCHE AL D &, MEENIET, —IF
BTN A TENENFHHICEE TH D Z EBNbn b, REELZRAT NI T
I7#% (precautionary savings) 72 & CHORREZIT) ZENAEETHH I EEB2 D L,
RN IETHEIZ R > TV D Z ST FF RO R L ATV, gl CixEm
BTHHARRTITRLSEFHETY A7 ICHAT 20N — K ThH D EEZEZBND, —K
HIFTRR OB ORI OV T, REHCEAORTT 4 77 a v 7 2258, A
PRERHE DN ST NI L2 ER L TWD,

WAZHFRBIPE A THOR LT2ARGEHE 1 IOV T, 2T A 2 O specification (-3 THEGEE
T5, 2751 THALEHRALEICIIZEA EZER R, 2752 THHLL, 1 &)
E LT SHG IZHTE L TWD L XIC 1 #HAH ¥ I —A%k, #ERarsetE (A—h), 18]
DR AR —A N THALGAIT 1 ZID X I —28 1 & ] BP&EBERICHLIHEIZ1 %
DX I L JPRMBEEDORERTHILEIC1 2 L5 4 I—EHPENSNT
W5, HERRRTHEEOBRBBNATEE TH D Z &0, HEESIWVIEE Y 7 BEIENn S
MEERNENEF D, DF VIEROIEFMEL CIRT 2F1825, IS MHEE L TLENY
AY T =N TERLRLDHIEDAANE EoTWAEEZ LD, [WLEIIT, e
H—AMFI—, MfxF I —bIEREREORIEE B 2 X, ZNOREVIEEMEA
PRERBIEE LN LT K e 2 EBbhnd, b0t - B2 = e —u
L7 ET, SHG ¥ X —%HTHD &, FEBIETIED DB FHICHEETIERY, Ly
T, SHG 71 7T LT X > THr U SR IRFERIEE 23 7 L — 7 NI AR S0 T
1372, IN—TORAEBZI-AEEN CTHEET D (BZOLLEEFD) VA v
TVT e Ry NU— 7P EERIEHEORE LB L TWD EE 2 b d1e,

102 Table 4-1 T SHG N HIE I EREZ F/MET 2 X 5 I SN TWD Z ERT —H Ik - TR
ENni=, L7z~ T, Table 5-2, Table 5-3 ® dyadic regression {233\ C HELUTBEMEIC RE 4
5758 E SHG # X — (1 & jAE U SHG IZFTE L TWAEEIZ 1 & & %) ML EIRMEMEE
FlERZ LTWARREMEN S 5, EEICET Y o OMERMHBREEZREHET 5 &, -0.46 Th 0
IR 1T WVE E 72 o TS, 20 K 9 2 E R O BIRIZ 2S8R L3 SE I HBI L Cu/e
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FEWV TG 2 IZDWTHREET 5, BARBZ IR BLRBREIEE D22 & D ERIZ DUV T,

MR U7 — AEERRh R, NAUEME. SHG » 5 048R - JEEERMOMAIE. T & A7eFT
Fa v 7 iR 5 A2 EeBIEOROMSE2ELET 5, £91%, 2745 2 T
NmWeﬁi%®ﬁﬁﬁETﬁ%T%ék@ BHWITEE O R T~ DB 8 nl HE
PEDRSDIRNG AT, BRBITRAIES R SN TNDL EEZ LD, TRDLEYIK
L7 — LB k—L\/\«H(ﬁ;‘% WZHD 1 & JIFEMABERBREE RN LT < 225, kIiZ, SHG
ICBW T 7 2 Z—F va— U BRRHARRIZ 2 > T s OR8N $iz B+ 5 A% (SHG
activity) A5 & 2. MO & IR T 4 TEPFEHICAEETIERY, 22
T SHG 2B HIEIHENR S 2 D1EE FPRkEZ T2 2 L0 TE 5 SHG 2 b O
FEAEAOMFIE DMIFHEN R E < 725 EET S, SHG activity OFFINAHE TIER2WN 2
ED, SHG 7D D48 - FEEERAIHIRIRE 23 A ALORIR I L1 3310 5 A A Tosbi e %
AL TVD LIEBZIT WD ERHER SN D, RITNEEIC OV TH TN, 2ETH
SONBIEIEZFIAE S L L CTHW=2, DWW 3 - (guilt aversion, shame aversion, #)
k) 237255, MMOBGITB W THEHICHAE Th o 7o, ZhuE, FRERSCILE 4 [H1kE
T HMEENC S D NI ARG E CESBIOH L FICRD ZENSE N EEZERL T
Do FETAMAIRABR L L ICESBIEOH LFIZR 03 < REE & EFBIFTSE O
REEBEHITH D, —RHPTEROZES, MR OREIT=7 4 1, 2, 3 ZHLUTAT
BNRARNTHDLZEND, VAZ =T VNS Y a v 7 M4 5 X 9MEL v
HEHELTEIWERbID, 7272 L, b O BELRRRE EE2MEHESC AR /172 & D
JSN 2T FR—2 g VCHZLBN TS EWD Z LiE, XS iehotz, NS &
L CIEAES BN FIMAS CHBINEZ SR D 72N S O BRI AER & e o T2,

WIRY | ZRENOBRENKBRERRHREEETHD Z LITED DI d R OE#EEE
RELFTFLHDTIERY, LMLARRD, SHG & X —IZHT R OEREHEN KE < o
TW5 GEMES 2o TWVWD) AREMEICITEERSLETH S, 2F Y SHG ¥ I —OMREDHE
FHCEE 72 b7 0 olE, ZEIGIEICER T 2008 LR W), ZO I 0 TiE+5o07
BRENMNEEEZ LND,
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Table 5-2 Mutual Insurance Networks in the Village

Coefficient Dyadic Coefficient Dyadic Coefficient Dyadic
estimate t-value estimate t-value estimate t-value

Difference in:

Dummy =1 if primary occupation 1.746 2.68 1.299 271 1.386 2.69

of head is farming

No. of working members 0.013 0.71 -0.330 -0.64 -0.419 -0.51

Age of household head 0.045 0.18 0.086 0.15 0.275 0.16

Health index 1--4 (1 = good health, 2.871 2.65 2.653 2.87 3.018 2.99

4 =disabled)

Years of education of household -0.193 -1.19 -0.258 -1.04 -0.235 -1.13

head

Total wealth -1.764 -291 -1.537 -2.85 -1.869 -2.76

Permanent income -1.711 -2.08 -1.451 -2.07 -1.224 -2.01

Transitory income -2.776 -4.15 -2.341 -4.82 -2.254 -4.14
Sum of

Dummy =1 if primary occupation 0.345 0.81 0.539 0.14 0.481 0.45

of head is farming

No. of working members 0.185 0.99 0.009 122 0.438 0.98

Age of household head 0.565 0.47 0.888 0.34 0.978 0.36

Health index 1--4 (1 = good health, 0.002 0.03 -0.236 -0.14 -0.415 -0.12

4 =disabled)

Years of education of household 0.874 0.31 1.299 0.18 1.249 0.18

head

Total wealth 2.140 1.98 2.568 2.06 2.107 2.13

Permanent income 0.782 0.18 0.192 0.17 0.678 0.17

Transitory income -1.187 -1.97 -1.764 -2.04 -1.238 -2.05
SHGdummy =1ifiand jbelong to

the same SHG 0.441 0.25 0.041 0.84
Geographical proximity

(Distance between iand j (m)) -9.814 -8.13 -9.198 -9.12
Social caste dummy =1ifiand j belong

to the same social caste 3.067 4.29 3.061 5.01
Kinship =1ifiand jare kin 4.012 2.98 4211 3.08
Native = 1 if iand j are native in the village 3.878 3.14 3.981 3.13
SHGS activity = no. of month since external

loans become available

Difference in 0.192 0.15

Sumof 0.002 1.02
Difference in:

Guilt aversion -2.907 -4.31

Shame aversion -0.134 -1.77

Altruism -10.021 -6.15

Trust 0.134 0.44

Reciprocal cooperation 0.045 101
Sumof:

CGuilt aversion 1.982 2.04

Shame aversion 2331 391

Altruism 1.901 2.99

Trust 0.145 1.02

Reciprocal cooperation 1211 0.89

No. of observations 48180

The dependent variable = 1 if i cites j as source of mutual insurance, 0 otherwise. Estimator is logit. All t-values based
on standard errors corrected for dyadic correlation of errors.
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Table 5-3 Mutual Insurance Networks for Microloans Repayment

Coefficient Dyadic Coefficient Dyadic Coefficient Dyadic

estimate t-value estimate t-value estimate t-value

Difference in:

Dummy =1 if primary occupation 2.029 2.75 1.827 2.76 1.685 2.76

of head is farming

Total wealth -1.744 -2.87 -0.900 -2.83 -1.702 -2.75

Permanent income -1.582 -2.08 -0.950 -1.98 -1.032 -1.92

Transitory income -2.444 -4.14 -1.760 -4.75 -2.190 -4.09
Sumof

Total wealth 2.508 2.03 2.998 2.15 2.436 2.15

Permanent income 0.904 0.24 0.839 0.23 1.137 0.25

Transitory income -0.988 -1.95 -1.450 -1.95 -0.869 -2.02
SHGdummy =1ifiand jbelong to

the same SHG 0.764 0.29 0.067 0.93
Geographical proximity

(Distance between iand j (m)) -9.646 -8.09 -8.885 -9.10
Social caste dummy =1 ifiand j belong

to the same social caste 3516 4.36 3431 5.04
Kinship =1ifiand jare kin 4.405 3.01 4.503 312
Native = 1if iand j are native in the village 4.154 3.23 4.223 3.22
Difference in:

Guilt aversion -2.505 -4.25

Shame aversion -0.036 -1.68

Altruism -9.978 -6.12

Altruism* vali kettu dummy = 1 if combination -1.569 -3.05

of social castes between iand j is vali kettu

Trust 0.219 0.55

Reciprocal cooperation 0.508 1.08

No. of observations 48180

The dependent variable = 1 if i cites j as source of mutual insurance for microloan repayment, O otherwise. Estimator is logit.
Allt-values based on standard errors corrected for dyadic correlation of errors.

W TREGRFICBITDF Yy N =7 8= hF— ] [ZONWTDOHX I —EH % A5
L LR E R A2 A2 Tun< (Table 5-3), Table 5-2 OHEFE & 4 < [F] URiBAZEH &2 FHv T
L3, BRBOREZLHFZMIER L THo72mD, BEREEOARKL > TLAR—FL
TWD, G 1, G 2 WFIZ2V T, Table 5-2 & FIEEOFERDZME LN TWD, Thbb,
a7 A 2 T, HERROUTHEE, MRS — A b, MARBIRIC L o THIH D #IFRAY - #ESAIER
BEDSIEVME L, V7 O SN AHERENFEL o> TW\Wbd, £D— ji‘f a7 L2, 2T A
3 DHGIZBWT SHG & 2 —DREIIR YT 4 7 TlE D 2 BHRHIICHEE TIE 2, =
F~ A 7 v m— 2 ORBURE O 728 OFE BLRBREIEEDS M¢L%SHGW% BWT, M
KV EEDRVE TEMRINTWVDEDITTIERNWZ L ZEBL TS, Table 5-2 OF5HRM
HHREBENTEL DI, 1LY SHG 7’1 7T A%l U CARURRR PN R CHElHr PR EES] FE 23k
ML TV DT TIER L MO EZ B TZBEFEOV A7 =T V7 « Xy NU—
I MEBARBITEZC LI OBMREL TWD EEX BN,

126



B 2 OF T bR LRI 550 5 /S — k- — ORI OB S\ CREET
B R0 R TIMOH EH L 5 A B CIEA < | guilt aversion, shame
aversion. UYL & U 5 FULHS 2B DR\ A AR ELRIRHIEL 51 58 2t L FIC 72 5
MERBENZ LRSI N D,

5.4.5. WREBEKFOSHES|

A/NEITIE, Table 51 IZR L7eT — & 4@t A4kl LCTHWS Z & T, SHG & MF
B D IRIEIRAA B O R ARG | % BHARGET 5.

EFTIEHEET MICHOWTHBT %5, SHG Wl CRELRY - IrEx B & LI NERTE
FERBSINHENL L TWEHE, ZV—THNOBNMEIZE > TiE 1) #BEAZEATDS, (2
BENZHEE Lisv, Q) MEMEZHMAT S, L) 3 SOBIENFHET D, KED 5.2.
TERRNCER L Lz L 5o, ME RIS &8 U7 BRI 53520289 2,
ZINL 220G E O & g UTe BRI ERPERIREZIT> T\ D, Leds T,
TN—7 s IZHTRT D2 BME 1 DR IR ~DREE q 2RI 2 BRO MBI U,
ZUTOLOICERLLEL D,

Uisq = @+ 01Y5 + 0,Y8 + 05X;54 + 0,Ms + €554,
q €{1,2,3}, [eis1, €52, €is0] ~ N[O, X].  (5.29.)

ZITC,a WEHETHD, £, YE Ly 3k U X9 TG A EE B L IR
BHRANLDHELT=bDTH D, Xigy FFFBIEARY ML, My (37— T BIERT P, g4
MREHTH D, b2, BRIk qo 1, 2, 31X, #heh EiRoO)~@xtind 5, =
O & =GB NRT 5 & 2RI q 2% SR,

Prob[choiceisq] = Prob[Uisq > Ujsqr, Uisq > Ujsqrr] q,9"(#q) €{1,2,3}, (5.30.)
L7ph, InEZET Ry METVE LTI 5, 7272 L, RERTERG DWW TR,
T — X2 Ol EEEEG AR 20, Ko T, #EEHZAHL choice LA T O K o icEA kT
%, Thbb, REIFEDTODOEEHEZHEAL TWLEEIT 1, T2 0L LT
By hET M I > THERFZT D,

DIRREMR AR OB ) L (i 2 0@ ) ICkhiE, T ZLRFfEya v
DORER, T2 b —RHIFTRO%E HIAKB O FZH) 23tk L LCHEREZMBA L, Hiz—
RerO T3 M) B L7238, FERICEH T 2 REREREELS | 02 58 % Wi L 7= a0k lik
ELTHEGHZRHT LB X OND, Z0EE MFIZBMNT 5 Z & THROLNDFIEAFE
& BE 7R PRBR I EE ~D SN LRI OFE R (MU SRiE BN E 1 & B5kET 5 E5K) o
FAMEG I NRAET D Z LIl blzn, 29 Lz AEIE & 13587 2 8o R EEE&RTE | %
AT D HERSH D (R 2 ©@) ), BAEMIZIE SHG OO HFEOREEE L L
T.SHG 75 O NFEA T E L TNMZ D, 25 HEE R & IEOMB 2S5 A1,
A 27 F—~ VIR ARBRHIE & LT Tl < 7 4+ —~ /172 SHG 2 MF o il B A F5 R L fir
FEENTHEBIZIT-oTWD I & &5, Fio, REGREEG] & 13RO HERE IG5 & 155
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HGIBEOAERE LTMA D, TNOERDANT A= 3R L phE, RBEeRERS | 2388
FDA 7 =<V ARSI NORES N TND Z L2 E%RT 2, REICHRFFERT
HE S At rEir 2 AR L LTANRD (@ 2 Q@) ),

Table 5-4 Results of Multinominal Probit and Simple Probit Models

ANV i § 220
RELR Y (287 1E /h) A% (70t o1
ELIE = o o
E 7 FE 2 FH 2dE
[ 7 2h 0.0003 1.77 * -0.0005 -1.69 * 0.0001 124
P a2 5
TH BT -0.1005 -0.10 4.9700 3.33 *** -1.4308 -2.36 **
— AT -0.3423  -1.98 ** 1.4993 2,25 ** -0.4582 -1.72 *
55 -0.8513 -1.63 4.0307 341 *** -1.4076  -4.13 ***
SHGZ N D@
HE T -0.4955  -1.97 ** -0.6294  -1.87 * -0.0771  -0.60
AF fip -0.0272 -1.06 -0.0210 -0.47 -0.0076  -0.60
EAI— (% B=1) -0.2608 -0.53 -0.5415 -0.79 -0.0369 -0.14
SRR 0.0202 0.81 0.0576 1.70 * 0.0045 0.35
15 A2 I— (H=1) 1.8276 170 * -1.0258  -1.65 * 0.6299 1.24
AT A HI— 0.1272 176 * 0.0110 0.37 0.0176  0.60
J—T A= I~ 0.2208 253 * 0.2415 174 * 0.0685 0.14
SHGH D A 45% 5 (Rs) 0.0001 2.84 *** 0.0000 0.62 0.0000 -0.21
HEE D2 MEAZE (Rs) 0.0003  1.98 ** 0.0001 0.30 0.0000 -0.17
SHGINHS D2 Wt 0.0302 1.12 0.0321 0.70 0.0501 279 **
Fha BRI
Guilt aversion 0.1714 1.24 1.9841 2.14 ** 0.1841 1.02
Shame aversion 0.1873 0.45 1.2892 1.20 0.1284 1.04
Fl 0.0013 0.04 1.9871 3.04 *** 0.1471  0.89
158 0.0014  0.06 0.0019 0.98 0.9852 0.19
HIMESH, 0.0214 0.05 0.0145 0.48 0.3875 0.38
EE -40 -0.78 -169 -2.32 ** 5.9705 0.23

Table 5-4 1ZZH7rEy b7 rby MCEDHERTH D, FTREEHICET S
ZIET By hOREFHRERIZLL T O L S ICEH SN 5,

TR R IC BT 2B DR T A — 2 1%, BRI ORIEGREG | AFEy a v o
ERERT DL IOBEEL TWD L 2RI ORER &R T D, — RIS B 74U,
REDEF AN W TTA THRIMIICEE (5% K#E) THHOIZxt L, HH TIXFICET
FETHD (5%KHE), Lizid->7T, SHG WEECHTAO—RHZZENZ IR L C A BT 7248
HARBEHIEEDSAFAE LT D LR S 5, RELRF S H Tk SHG 2> 5 O A& 7% i 23 feat
A ETIEZR <, SHG R MF 2201 Lt 5 Z & THOLNDFEIL, RBEREFEDA &
YT AT EFRVIC NI EERB LTINS, L, RELRFHEATII NI A—2NIE
T 1% EAKMEETZ LT D, ZHUL, SHG 25 OEASKENZEE IR DIEET 7 4L
b L7cBR OB RGEE K & < 72 5720, FRNIHEE FES | CalE 0l 4 & BR
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LTHL LT, HEER/MEL TN D LHERESND,

Fio, BEAGKIZ I —MEN - BHENFTHE L 2> Tn D, ZAUIME G Em L,
T =< VERMEEEZFIA TERVWBIEIEE, B OBMEFRBITICH o BRI, v T
— VIR EE GBI HREE L TH D O RNV EMIRTE 5,

fe T RBELRFEA - SISO HEE G DO MEAFNIETHRE L R> TV D,
L7eloT, BEfFDA 7 4+ —< VR HEGI THEAL TV AR E, NERIRRE T
EZTTWAH I ENDLND, T, BASICECHDIAENTZA v 7 +—~ /LR
gl & MF PSSR0 HIAIHR B AR B ST & OIS IEDFBIBMR SMEET 5D 2 & AR HE
MR TH 5,

BEEORERAERL Z LT, MOIRLS—AIBITE 7 +— 7 EHORIEEIT S = &2
T&5, EATIIAETRVLOD, FHTIXIECTHRE TH D, BIET D alRetEM K <
VIERLY —LOREITEWVEFHEE | FHAERREIEOH L F L LTHEELTWD Z &b
N5,

B2, HEBBERLF OERENIOWTELET 5, FSHYRIFIZ-DOV Tl guilt aversion & F
fENEHICB W TIETHRAMNICAEE TH D, LEEB-T, VA v =T U T ~OB
FRIGRMEN Z DO —SONMEHEIC L > TRO BN Z b5, Ri/MIERIT L 9 ICA
B 72T F_— 3 id, REERMEE NSV TH EEAR TR & (378> T W ATREMEA

=

AN

wiz, REATEICHET 27 m ey M ET AVOHEGEHE RNV, b6 i) 22
T VU TR ERFFT ORISR0 TC0D, TRbh . TG PRI SRS
HOBRFITERLNEZFIEEIL D B, 20L& EHOBINMENEY L CHEZRITT
TRy T U RNERNLTVWDODOTHS, IOITHEHFEHFEO/NNT A—=206, 5
DIERNNIEE R vy 7T U hOEBREREE D20, BEERITLTL L IMENREL
HZEDDLND,

5.5. #Enm

AFILLT O =D OB S ATRBFERE TR 217 9 2 & T, BRAFO BRI L 3
AEIFIE D 2% D 2% E H Ro Uiz, 12, ThETO GLIZET 2 HmFR ChHMh L X
OB RERIEE ~DOB A, EEICITED X 9 R BER THRE STV SO0 S0
L2 Th D, ZIVE TOMGRAMIETIX, BHRIEHERNIET 5 2 & ZMVEMITE
L. MF ORFEROR S 2l L C& iz, £ 2T, HEH AR 1 ZR BRI 7 v — 7N
THRINLLTWD ERREND Z ENEL, BRICEIT D EITHmEIREN &0 X 5 Ik S
NTNDDONIZONWTITEEZ DI S TUIW R o 7o, RETHIO CTHEIRAES]E OFE
& EDIESLRM (Bfh 7 N — 7 NS T U CEK I TR R 2 fif I L TV D D)
MEFES NIz, FHRERIGIT ORI, B ARE 2 LT, EWHRGES EILe/ 7 v —7 D

129



PTHIZITER SN TN LD TIERLS . (BZELLBAFD) VA7 =TV - Xy fU
— 7 BERMT D THIEL T2 EBRH B E o7, BRRRAFEDME L T, GL N
RO REEGIE A28 U7 @iRE R E V) A=A NE, REICIEEDOY A7 =T Y
YRy FU— 7 OLFEITKILL TRV | 7 2 BRI LEIC R D E B R B D,

FHEARBRGIEE DAERRIZ DV TIX, FRi0 - MBI EMEN R T ¢ 78 % 5 2 T\
Too LI o T, tHROIERFMECER T 5E T AT — FROBEITRHEIER, oo
PREEICHBI L TRMS ATV D RSN D, SRR TO) 27 v =27 ) 7
R —FITF OE B 2 EHE T 2 K 5 R ESBIENHEGR S Lo, T 6 O A LR
JFE DRI R ORGE &2 W 2 AR R8N FET D LR & D,

95 AT, MHADRBREIEE DRRNLZ & DI L, il 5 FIETI A7 v =T U v
TEBER L TWDDMNIONTELE LT, SR EZHHEHE L TANEZSA, Il
)Tl WA 72 88%  (guilt aversion, shame aversion, FME) 23FH A AR R D A
FRICIHRLS A 52 TWAZ By hol-e TNODT7 77 NI 7 AT 4 v T A% F—
DARFBIRREOFER & bHDE TEETIUL, Gl CILAMB 22 & eBiR & Ffthay 72 %
SRIROWIFRWAF L, 2D ETEEFEO Y A7 v =7 Y v 75 SHG M MF 1251 2 8 7~
AEFIEE & L CHSRE L T B EMRIRCTE B, F72, #V IR LY — AR OF BT MR
S (BEOWRTEOEERKETH DT E, FHARBRE ALK S5 aTREPED E )
2. SHG OIFENZEFT 5 2 & TH LN DAL « FESELARMFIRIC OV TIE, TD¥
BAFIET D2 LI TERDPo T,

BAS, RBEAROBERFICETLHOCERL, AHT 47 LBERYT 47
RSy 3 v ZICHIGT DI CTHREENAE L TN D Z & 2R L-, BRI, HEFE
FEFED D AEBINE ORFTEFRITIG U T, WAERZREEAEG| 28 Uz Z 2 OdRIEER 7
HRIOBITRHER SN2, —DEN, TV Z LRFRY 3 v 7 SRR L CTEEARBIT & 72
STAEAEFIZXK L, HEHZE U TiThN 521U (state-contingent repayment) T®H
Do o EM, BHITERIE~OSMBRE, T20bIFERLVICHED Fry 77U b
OB SN T=2INF I3t T 2 RETE  (state-contingent savings) TH 5, WTHD
Ba b, HENDORROISMITE 2 BIFE L 7= ARSI AR BB IR TR O A T &
AREE L. WAMIC (7272 L7 =T8N0 U v 7 BIRRE L DR IT W IR & 72
WHOD) FHELRBRHIEN AR SN TV, S HIT, FHACRBH SRS L T
AR (FEEITOA v 7 4 — USRS HI ) IC DA E TS B )

WEEZT TV, LER> T, THIERMESOTEBICHEOB O X 912k K6 Sh
7o BN | & BRI RIS CIAET 5 2 &3, MBS L e D alRetE R S T b,
K I2 . SHG NORBIKFR OTKEFICB N TH, Tk THEIB ST & iz 25 A,
TRDLbLNNEENEERRE 2 RZLCVWD I ENBERY Loz, FFIT guilt
aversion., shame aversion, FftiEDEE T m N2 T, RBELGREIEG| 22 L T\ 2
ERHL N E o T,
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% 6E Self-Help Group 71 7 F ADA 37 NEEMH

6.1. FRERE

~A a7 7 AF A (MF) &RHIN D80 72 FIEN /INURE I X 2 Pl
HCHABIRE AR DB 218 U<, BRE EEICB T 28 REIICE T 5D TiEuna s
HEREZHEDTND,

A > RCIE, 1992 4EICEFA K2 MF 7’1 75 L& F0i L C LK, A 20722 BRsE g
ELTHIfF SN TE R, FEiBH JLicshntttask, e, g IEFIz
LCTHY, ARENBORE L TOEREENIE L TN 5H108, o > FEUFRFEMT S5 MF 71
77 LOBEME, 2 2 =T ¢ ICEEEE < SRR (community-based financial group) .
Wi % Self-Help Group (SHG) & FRIZIL D ABIFGRZ . BEFDO 7 4 —~ L2 8THS | D
Sy hU—7 LHEEL, BICERBICH L GRSV — A2 RMET s 2 Ih D,
1992 D7 1 77 ABARLIK, 2 OBR%E EERA v Rk 5 SHG 7'r 7 J A%l
Y2 TH -/ MF 707 7 A% TWD, LTER-T, Y7 a7 Ak 5300
R ~DOLHEA DRI T 20, B TERWVIZEICRE > TWDH, ZRITH 00
o SHG 7’1 7T LISSANE T L TRERY « (LSRR FRE 23t L T o/ E 5 )
WZBAT 2 B IR SR SEIE. I E A ERVDONERE TH 5104,

AREDOHZ, 2008 FH LT 2011 FFIZEFHITL>TA o K- F—F ZINTIE ST
MEHOT—2%2FHLT, SHG 7u /7 L%x@ Lz~ 70— ~DT7 78 ANRLTZ5
TRF R OHESHPIREZRET D2 L IlhH D, REORMBEEBRICIZLL T O X 9 2200 A HE)3
bD, FHIZ, TNETEL OFEIEN, — ANH T2 D IHESHOFTE & v O BRI
EHEHLTEEDOIZXI LT, KETIEA 37 FiHliORG & LTEIL S ORFRIZEITM
ATHRPPIROGBEL TWOLRTHD, 77200, aI2=7 4 ITEBLZE &R —
E ARSI RCE AT A 2 8 L CTHESBREARZTRER T 5 2 L2, CoRERKT
HOMNENI RERLNCT S, 12, KETIESHG 71 7 7 A X D E#ENR R
JTIERL, v A 7 aa— B EALTORNSINIE ~O A LA — =14 i x5
ETH, MF 7 a7 ML TEHF LIV 7 a7 —2 EHNTETENOIEET~D A
BV A — R R A WE LRI EE OMBDFH CIXE GRS N TV RN ), AR

103 {5 2 |¥. Puhazhendhi (2013). Srinivasan (2010, 2012), R &SR IN7-0,

104 T TlE, SHG 7027 7 L2681 E LD TRV L OO, T 0% Mkl (RCT)
EFEEN A FEBRNT 7 —F N MFIZSHSNUIGED TRY, ZNETOIEERNT a—F &
D X BIZEEB IR TA %7 Rt 23T T b (Banerjee et al. 2013, Karlan and
Zinman 2009), L/2L72235, MF 71 27 J AR A ERKETEDYEL L T7-HT 0
MEIPIZOVTIERIEIZa B FARBLN TS EIFEWEES FEEBRNT 7 n—F %5
DT, 27 it RICBIT 2NAEMEREZ IR L7 S5 E O ERNEBE O E L 72 > TV 5,
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DEBEDIDIRIDT 7 7 8T 7 A T4 TALIRD,

AKETHWDLT =X BLOGH FIEOREIILLTO®EY TH 5, 31X, FHESHITTH
WHNDLT =Xy NOFRENEE THLRNPZET6ND, FitT —Z OFHREIEL, (1)
FitO S REBESCHENT Oy P — 27 FH (ZFRHIE®R : dyadic
information) % UX4E L 7= /& M ZEFHAE, (2) SHG WNERDBE Z & DA @lES | O FEHIE & & e,
SHG M X - TRtk S L@ Aot H L, 3) #h2BREARAZWET 272D SHG
BINE =R RIATONTZEREELER, O=>Thb, RICAETIE, 27 ait&oHr Tl
BERDY L TNEL I a AT ABIRI T LA ARA L b N1 T A (replacement
bias) DM % kT 2 HEFHEME 286 L QO 2 8ICR S B 5, BARAIIZIE Coleman
(1999) k> TR ENTZ, WbWwbH /(T T4 T 7 u—F (pipeline approach) %
WTC, SHG 7'r 7 7 A~D7 78 A (IEfEICIL, 74—~ VEITIC K > TRt s o~ A
sunu—ra~OT 7k R) EBAEOEADRIC & 5 KRR Z RIS 2105, #5373,
ZOHEFHRIEIZ K > T, TS T ADA R NEEMICHET D22 M TELOTH D,

6.2. BEFEMfEDL Ea—

2000 FERUICA ST D, A TTA4 T T a—FEH M LI MF OA /37 R B
T 5 FEAFIENE L FUT SN TV D, WL ONDOHEFHIE O T 774 07 T e—
FNERL LD ERoHEHIL, TOV U TAETH D, EEE. ZOFERIT AR LT—H
ZINET D MESL TR, BB T HHEGLEL LBRWDTHDL, T T4
YT7a—FiE, v A 7aun—r DT 7 AER D HSNFE  (tenured participants) &
T T RMIANSTENY TEE~ A 7 aa—r DT 7 v AMER 2SI (incoming
participants) #~ v F IH T, ikT 5 FIETHD, BED FIE LR CEBREA =
AL H EDNT) T8 7T L~ E L& (self-selection) #1T > TV AIZH b BT,
v A7 —rOfEAEND R — AV REZIF W), HREEE A3 2 &
TX 5, REVREEMTREZ N ONDHIT D L, v FExt5 L LTz Barnes, Gaile, and
Kibombo (2001), ~b—% x4 & L 7= Dunn and Arbuckle (2001), X 5ZHR U B 7 & %5
& L7z Mosley (2001), 74 Y=V 7, ~70UA, "AF, =7 %%x45% & L7~ UNCDF
(2003)72 EN3 %D, ZHbOMTERREZENT D L MF 7' 7T ATREFRIFIZELZ I
ot < ZINE DIEANTHK L THETHNCA B RKETIEOMREFFO L WD T LT 5106, A

105 AT T AT T a—FiFA X7 NS H O TR MHNTWDFETH D, K
HiLABE CRER 4 523, FrIC MF x4t e L7oFECTHWOND Z &% <, EERNT 'r—
F L LCiEESD#ET 7 ru—F (difference in difference) <°fHi[i] 2 27 <~ v F 7 (propensity
score matching) & I SNEEHEEFEIEO—>TH 5, 7 L <X, Khandker et al. (2010) =%
I,

106 Duvendack et al. (2011) 7%, MF & > /37 kil B9 2 J5ikan & FERbas S B9~ 5 A
B — A 21T o T D,
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Y RIZEIT%S SHG 7 n 7 7 MIERE Y TEEZLFEEMIE L L TIE, Swain and
Varghese (2009, 2011) BNZEF o b, ki bb M 774 T 7 ue—F28HAL, <A
Jaa— DTV AMEND HBINFEITOWTREEERE & SR IRV DD DTS
WL TEDMRLMHER L TND, T LELSREZ &I, BFTERIZOWTITADEN
WFHHIC A B 72K HEC IR S 7107,

MF DEFHIN R ZFODNE I MOV Tar v 2255 2 ENTERVDE,
FHTA 7 "PRERETHDHZ LITRRFT 2 W REMED & 5, Coleman (2006) (X f&FHT
FRERENNCERNH D ZLICER L, A 27 00— 2N 7 40 O REMENME B B E
WX THRIHENTWD D, ARBIBEIRAZIZE AL ERERNZ EEZB LML, &
512, Pitt and Khandker (1998) (X NV — kA > b &Z T ENLay ba—L T L—
TTHDLINESNEAECNL G = N—ERNHFET DA, RFED RN D HEG
(underestimate) Z#VCLE D AIREMZIER L7z, 2D X 9 R ANV ——ZRDFE
I% Khandker (2005) THIFH SN TWDED, v~ 7 r2a— 0 OEFENDLZ S TSN
H OGHET) IR LTELDZ AV A== %, 27 a7 —F & [ TRGE L 724158
XETEFEL R,

MF DN RAZHONTIE, BRFAIZNRIE U< Vb DD, WL DD DRFZED
HINTWD, ZnHDE I 7 adtE&RFEFRRNEMEORBEZ Wk L TWiand o
D, MF 710277 5zl U THESBREARDPAI S, ko= U X FRES LD
Z & EMERR LTV 5 (Garikipati 2008, Rai and Ravi 2011, Swain and Wallentin 2009),
Kreps et al. (1982) 72 EOB s A S RIC, (SHG 7V n /7 0% 5T) £<Dala=
T A EELS MF 7077 AOFEEE-ZLN, 7a /T8 a =7  NEOs
BT A IREET 2 LB LT D, SBITIZZDEEDREL o BN, 7 a s
T AR ALTOARWGEA LR LT, 2INE IS LTtk - IEesmfIEz b= 67
ZEPWIRFINTWD, 2D X 9 RREHLA FERRRT 7 1 —F TREM L 72D 73, Feigenberg et
al. (2010) TH D, HHIXT ¥ MU FRE A R - AR ATV MF 2%
AL DR WEME Z BN S 5 L & ORI CRENR B BT 2B oI Lz, M
2T, FLLSIBRENTZ W IRIREENA > T —~ N2V R =T V> T NS,
~A 7au— L OEGNEITERD» D Z &b EFELTZ,

BEERFZED L B 2 — % BT HUE MF 7' 2 75 AT 54 v %7 NEMlRrge L 250
ENTWDIZH0 05T, r T ARRE - SR EFOON, S 6ITFED
EIOBDEBEC DG, BRICOD AT =ALNIEDOL I R DD, HEHE DT
HLETEHELRERO—HKIIAOLNTWRNE S X5,

107 Deininger and Liu (20097 > K7 « I 57 v 2N TH Y U F o7 —4 #[4E L, SHG
T T KIONWT 7 BEFERFE TR 2T o Tn D, DRk ~> T, SHG 7=
7T DI IMED T RT A b OHESH, REEBIREIZOWTIEDORER S D Z LRI
7o BLBREREWZ L2, FRFITMRIZ O W TR INC A B2 KETHERRH D Z LI VFES LT
AN
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6.3. VYV —FkoTrgo

—E9IZIE, SHG L MF 11 7 v—710 A5 20 A GERMIZITLMED) B2In#E T
AR S AR ERTTAL MF  (village banking) (23S 5, S HIZZO MF v 77 A
T RAEHIEE A £ 5 GL & MHEI 2 EFAOB R TE & iRl EHIE 2 5 LT 5, AN
T, EHENTEEZIT - AEICE S EZ K> T, SHG % MF 04l 2 89 5,
BTXHGHEIZT —TF ZINT v FIRIZB T 5T = — REMFITNHTEMIX (ward) O—
HTH D, MtEIX 220 T, £ TOHHEN SHG 717 7 MBI L TW5D, FAHE
(EMZE3H4) 13 2008 4F 10 HEF A TOREFAE L /e > TV 5D,

Figure 6-1 Process of Activity and Availability of Microloan in SHG

2008 = Survey time-point
\
[

\
[ Simultaneous recruitment ] [ Natural experiment ] 3 SHGs 15 SHGs

f K : )

‘ Training on financial discipline

P

Random waiting period ‘

Decision First meeting Internal loans External loans
to join = Starting with a small become available become available
amount of savings
2001
(same for all 2002-2007

groups)

Figure 6-1 |71 7 7 ADIEE 7 o X L& OF|IHATREMEE 2 A4 LT A i > T
HLZbDThD, Z 2 TIE AR 6.4.OFMIHEN & 6.5.DFH &SGR OMPRUZEE L T, SHG
DRARRALIEFR & @l O H rTRerE S B R HI BRI Ch H7c, 2D ZDIZES A2 YT
TREk 7 %,

FPIADIC, MEESITEDNE T 0 YT ha—F ¢ 32— 2 —3t G235 L, H5
D NGO L I L7 64 SHG O A U 3—Efliz U A MuT 5, BEZROIE, 20V R
METDFE DT T, thoo MF 71077 ATHRA STV X 9 stk ic B4 2 HhvE
BHWHLNTNRWNWT & Th H108, RFHIC, 2—TF 1 1 —% — b3 SHG Oz %1%

108 B2 X, N7 T7T7v a0l T PUTTIIEMRA EICETL2SMEERNHY . 2 FHN
? SHG 7'v 77 AT HMOINTIIFRHIET 2 EEZRIT TNDL L 2ADH D,
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= H O CHIEAIEREDS R/ ME SN D KO IRFET D, ZHUET m 7T AT HEE
FHO—DOL L THBESNEOE CHESND I —T 1 7% LT, SHG NDOfEAL
MEET D ENBIT LN TNDETZDTHD, L7zh > THIRIEOR S TIX, FEND
TRTCOFEHNBIMEKZ R >—FT (R LEFA P o2MTEX 50— AZTTH D).
Wkl-bNRTELZEFa—FT 4 F2—F—ICLo CGRIENT-/A— b F—L Tl T NH
MTDNEIVDERETDHZEDHTHD, ZOMMLICEET 2 R, HENICED
T RTOZEFHIR L TUZIZFRFEE (2001 4) 127z (Figure 6-1), DF 0 x4 o
SHG 7 wv 7 7 Aix, £ MEOBBIREDO X A I 703 [FE CIT 72 5 A W54
(simultaneous recruitment) & FEEXALD HIETRHES I B, SINE IXHER R ITEEMEL
ESWTHb s o720, WhWwDHARE (a7 A LW EARS— R
—EBRZL)NTERVRIICH T2 EWNZ D, ZOAITHOWTIE, T TIZH 4 D Table
4-1 T, FEFIZL > TIE ST 2008 4, 2011 FDOT —F O THER SN TN 5,
WAZRNE D FIH AR & 72 D HZ DWW T 2, ik L7 X 512 SHG 71 77 A CFl
HAT& b~ 7 —22id, 4% —F/La—> (internal loan) & =7 AHX—F /11
— > (externalloan) ® “fi¥ENH 25 (5 4ED 4.2.2.2M), A, Mk Sn7- SHG
WEEITOND I =T 4V T DR 2=V K I —T 4 U 7B AN O iTE%E
REDN—AZONWTHRD D Z & LD, WIZ, TRERFEHEZ B LIt T, 4 ¥ —
Frue—rERAT57DORMESME LT, ZA—7HOTXTO R =3RS
BT 2 == R0 e b, ARSIV TE, hr—=0 S
DIEE & F sk A v Z—F o — OFAAREMEN T o Z 2 b S iz H AR EBR
(natural experiment) &72 > TCW=DIX, FA4FED 4.22. T L-@Y TH D, R

. ®5 SHG A v Z—Fma—rORARTFSNn/2n—77T, Bl SHG iZEi~D
77?2%%%hLT%Oi9@%FbWD&%%K@T%% 2002 W@@SHG@
KL ThL—=2 7 0BhE S BN T R TOSHG~D hL—=2 7 BT LD
2%7$T%ot(Ewm&Do%ﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ%bfﬁ@@ﬁﬁﬁﬁbh\EVH:Vf
ﬁ%TLtﬁw~fﬁ4V&~+wn~y%ﬂ%¢6§%%%t:&’@60%@%\ﬁ
N—T Ny AL —Fa—ERAT 57012, FEFREDOTDIZSIHIZ 6 1AM
510 hART-ESNLZ LD, %ﬁ&%_owfi% N RPSYAN ﬁaf@@%@ﬂmﬂ
REMEICBEIT 2 Z o ZEZFIH L C, =7 A¥ —Fra—r~D7T 7% AL FFiz /a0
SHG % xtfREE L L7109, Figure 6-1 128 % & 912 2008 FEFHAREA T 3 2D SHG =7
AP —F = ~DT 7 AERFRA I TN nW—5 T, 15 ® SHG =7 A% —F
v — 2 ORI ZBRMG LT,

109 [7] U & 9 72 HEFHHRIE 2% Swain and Varghese (2009, 2011) CTHERHA STV 5,
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6.4. SEFFEREE

6.4.1. A TFTALTTa—F

IR BN TWA X HIC, SHG 7u /T L5044 37 "Nz 54 A%, BL 7o
Tay e AT ADFEITHODIEEEZ L O LERH D, ZDO' LT ar - AT AT
EAIZ L D SHG ~OSME IR B ELE 52 2ERN, 7a 7T LOA 37 ML
BEHEZTLEIARERDH Y, L EARNBIIRERE OO, FtESf T b
B L TERWEEIZAET D, BlZIE, ZINEOFEAIHTEEICEEICK T 5 mVnET
—va UVBLOENTRERE e EOERN, BIIAGEREKE L TEESRS, LVIA
WO LAV TIE, BORNIRE N T A MESN TR WIEF T 1 7 T Ak xS ik E
ATDHEEICENNATABRELD (VT VA RRA N« AT R), BT 07T LHREAN
SN ALEHIE (treatment area) %, ZIZH] Efe\ CEA iz ik & B 70 2 e &k
STWDAREENRH 5, BIZITBORSLEF LT 07 T LD T 2 MR O &\ O HU )~ B JIE
FAEHI 2 IBIRT 5 2 LN FEZ DD, ZOHEIT, LA@EHRE e 7T ANEAS
AUT N2 VOSBRI 0D LR S AT L X IHE T (overestimate) /N 7 AZF[ & LTLE 9,

AREIL SHG 71 7' F A5 N3 M CARERE & xR A2 ROV HT 217 5 729, BEICH
B LESMBEIZONWTEOREWET HZ L Lb10, Lz T, £TOBIMEN
[ CBLAIATRE « RATREZR BB SV TH CIBE L TV D LW I RIED RN T 5 72 B I,
BTV IV ay s N, TANEETLZ L3R, SHICARRETERENRE L,
ZOHEBERETIZIIFRFEFC T 7 I AREAINTWH 2 (FAIFRFZELE © simultaneous
recruitment), U LA ARA LK « XA T AL DEELPRTE D,

RERRGE LTS SHG 707 7 AOEERFI ENREIT, ME~DT 7 & AN
SHGHTT7 v #AbSnTWD & W) BRERDIREICHD Z L THD, LIBn>T, &
% SHG &2ME 134 Tlom s 22 —F La—r 2HH L TREFEEI 2150 T\ 5 — 5T, 3l
@ SHG IZ By VDA v & —F o — 2 OFFICHIRESNZEETH D &V )Rk
END METHE HENEOFFHIFFFHCSHG 7 1 7T A M LI b b 53,
SR ORM RN T m 7T ha—F 4 F—F =X o> MERITIRES N TN D,
TOLERMEFALC, AECTEZ I AZ—F e —rRNRARREL o T D 7 L—
TERAER, TN T N—T R LTSI EITY) O I AT e —
¥

RATTA T 7T a—F 22Tl Karlan (2001) 28 ~ OOz ST 2idh
X HERHIEICANA TABEL D Z E AR LTS, o, 7ar/ 780 ke y
TT Y RNBEGENECTEY, BRINTCLEFOSINE L 71 7T A0 D HHE LIz ME»
BRONCER DA, Ry T T U - R TARELS, flxid~A s en— 2 RE

10 Wi B ALERETOIEN AZIE (average treatment effect on the treated: ATT) % &
THIELELRAFTTHD,
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LT LI, +o2tERNRE2Gonl & THREL BFOE*ERMT 52
EMTELDO~YA 7 —r~OFENBD L, 7u 7T L% 0BT 2500 Ltz
ZOLGEER SN SINE & WERE L UxEHIREE L i35 & RIFHIN R HEE & 725 T
LES, LR, KERGRE L TWAREMBLTIZ e y 77T FRELTED
P ZOX D RMEICERNTAHEH AL T RATEZ LRV EEZLND, F T, Mk
TEZIDVTVARARAL N - NATAD LI, T0T 7 LBM~OFEREDZ A I
T NSME M CRFENC B DGE A T ANEL D, Loy LARBFZEO x5k C X[
REZHE N BTSNz 720, ZoRME SRS TV 5,

ERRO XD AR RN 2 E 2 e ECU R oRYEREHEET S,

Yis = a + aX;s + BSs + YSHGMON;s + ¢, (6.1

Yl s Z V=72 BT 52 ME 1 ORBRETH D, X JIF 5o BRI 57
~V T, Sid SHG OJEMEICEET 57 v Th b, SHGMON Il =y AZ —JF)u
— U DRIHAREE s TIL DA TH D, LR ->T, 22 C SHGMON 1IN EEE &
EZDIL, RNTA—ZylL SHG 71 7T AZBWTEE~DT 7 2 AMEPRIES L2 Z &
WX BRFENF (causal effect) ZHEL TWD EARIND,

F ISR R A ET S 12O LU FolgR a2 HET 5,

EXPER;s = ¢ + uX,, + nSs + pSHGMON; + oDEF;s + €;s  (6.2.)

EXPER I3#RE TR X > TRIE S-S OaRis cbh s, 612, (6.2) AT
ER—= N —TCB T <A 7 rna—r o) FRHEOIREH A 2L L7z HE (DEF)
WIAZE S LTI BILTWD, ZOBEBANEITICEAT 2250, AL L—7
D4R R DIERR S LTz,

ik L7266.1) K, (6.2) RizoW\ T, BRERIZBIT 2 BIRIE O 5341 S IE L3 AR LIS D 534
Tob D ATREME A BE L T, 26% X000, T5% Xz 31T 2 FIMEL LB D & O Teff 2 75
2L LTEIL, ERUCE DN TANT A—=F 2 HEET 5 X7 ElR1E (quantile regression)
HITH T kLT HuL

6.4.2. BIFEEIE

ARETIE SHGMON EENNETHHLZ LD, FiRT A7 V—T R A X —Fn
—UANDT I RABRDLGEIT 1 e D I —BHENMERE LTERT 2 2 &N TE
Do ZNEFMLT, A7 FaHliDO 3 EFIC T 5 BERNADREZRET HZ LA T
&%, it Imbens and Angrist (1994) (2 & - TRA%E SN 7= /AT L E % (local
average treatment effect: LATE) T& 5,

Imbens and Angrist (1994) <° Angrist et al. (1996) Ti%, L —E LV DREETILVDE Z
L 2 MERDOBMELKIZ LD EEZMAGDED 2L T, KRR EAHEET D 2 L8

L XAEFEICET 23 LWL, Koenker (2005) #Z M S 7=\,
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ARECH D Z & A r Lz, BURMICIE, #10 4T dE=1L,00 233 2 #EE% 2 (=1,0)
PAFEL, z=1THIIHE LN LED Y TEEII, . FEkIZz = 0THIUTBIHI S 5F D
BCEBITdy L T5, ZZ2TOEIV ST dIZ, AN AZ—Fa—rafEATD L
TN 1 ZLDEHEERT D, F 2 TR T DI NV—T NI AL —F v —r~DT
IR AMENDDHEAIC 1 B L DAL T 5, 2 DEIC I > THBHISNS dBEShHD L
[FRRIC, fERAFICHOVWThd = 1 ThIULy, 2, £/2d = 0THNIRy, NGO D, T7hb
5
d=zd,+(1—2)dy, y=dy, + 1 —d)y, (6.3.)
EERED, T THEAEEHOREE LT
Vo, y1) Lzld  (6.4)
LR, ZhUT TEI0 Y TEEZ KT 5 & EERRE A & B EE SIS, o F D
BAEABUIE SR BB B2 525D TIERL, B0 Y TAKEB L COREEL Y
25 EWV ) RAMEK (exclusion restriction) 23EKAZ L T\ 5 &35,
ZIZT, b —ODREE LTHID BT EEEEEOBEFINE (dy = dyy) PRILLTWD
L4%, ZodL X Imbens and Angrist (1994) % LATE %
LATE = E(y; — ¥old; = 1,dy = 0)

LR LT, ZHUT THEAROME L B0 YL CTEBOEMRF CIZ725 (z=0Td =0,2=1T
d=1)] LWHTHEMIZBIT2REDIREEZ D Z LN TE D, BIRHIC LATE &3,
[SHG N/ AZ—FNua—r DT JEAERHDH EZIMEAL, 77 B AMERRITN
EEA LRV EWIENENICETS (772 AR H > TEAN LIZSE ORRE & fEA
LRI T35 B DR DFE] ThHhD,

z =108t Lz = 0D TOYyDWFHED 215(6.3.) XL (6.4) Kb
E(ylz=1)—E(ylz=0) =E(dy; + (1 —d)yolz=1) —E(dy; + (1 — d)yolz = 0)
=E(diy1 + (1 —dyelz =1) — E(doys + (1 — dp)yolz = 0)
= E(dyy; + (1 = dp)yo) — E(doy1 + (1 — do)yo) = E((dy — do) (Y1 — ¥0))

L%, TZTdy—dold 1, 0, —1 ZH5H, HFEDOEEN Bp(d; —dy =—-1)=0Th
Yt oN

E(ylz=1)-E(ylz = 0) = E((dy — do)(y1 — ¥0))

= D aEG1 —yoldy —dy = )p(dy — dy = @)

a=1,0,—-1
=E —yoldy —do = Dp(dy —do = 1)

E b, FEEFAME LV A —dy=11dd; =1, dy=0Z2EK L TEBYH ., pdi=1)=
p(di=1dy=1)+p(d,=1,dy=0). pldey=1)=pdy=1d;=1) Th 5, & b I
E(dlz=1)=p(d,;=1), Ed|z=0)= p(dy=1)L D,

12 PUF OgmmlE 2% (2009) 22EICL T 5,
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E(ylz=1)—E(yl|z=0)
Ed|z=1) - E(d|z = 0)

LATE =

LRBTHIENTE D,

6.4.3. “FEMEIFEE (dyadic regression)

ARETIZ, SHG 7'v 77 A3 7o b T EERRRG - A RICTINA T, v~/ 7 rr—
Y OIEFPOIHFEFA~DACN A== REWET D, I T MF ODAELA—3—%)
R ZMEMOIV A2 =T V7 Ry FU—=27ZBLTAELD LIET D, DFEY,
EFICL DI A —F u— BERE LTEERENDLORIERN, A v 7+ —~<UF
ARG L2 B C CHEFAL AENA—N"—F 2 L HETLOTH D,

2011 EIIEE ST AN O —F W7 — & & 2008 FICIUE S 7o B ERA I 5D
KTF=2 MW TUFORIFREHEET 5,

Inform;; = ¢ + pSHG;; + vLoan;; + tUnder;; + pPoor;; + 6(zi - Zj) + Q(Zi + zj) + Aw;j + 145
(6.5.)

Z T, Informy i3 1 ik 14HE (2010 ) TjrbEALTHWE (WD) A
7 A=~ MEMOGHETITZ T WA TGO TH 5, SHG;IT 1 & j 23[F L SHG 12
FTELTWDEEIZ 1 Zld Z I —E T, Loan i3 j BA~A 7 —r2EFEALTHNDN
HIEALTOWRWERIZ LI 25 5 I =K TH D, Underid j i~ A 7 nn— 2y
HEOTIEAL TV O HBIC I ML X I —EHThH L, ZOEEEHFNITAND Z & T,
HiZ j o i~0isE e AEEHEARM L7 2 L ICESEEMae @ Ll A e L4 —
WKz T % ENTE D, Poorjld i NEWET, j BHFARNEDOZAIC 1 ZHD
FI—EREThHD, EOICERDOHERTIX, Poory; & Loan; DAL EZH TN D, T
Lo TIiNERNBETHLSE. ACNNA—"—RRPRELRDDONE I DERGEEST D, £
DIMOZELIE, 5 5 HD(B.27) NEFAKRTH D, RIBHEGEFET VT, F—Ey NET LA
Ans,

6.5. HEFHRER

Table 6-1 IZF1HEI TR L7-(6.1.) ROEIRSHT OEETH 5,
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Table 6-1 Results of Economic Impacts

Agricultural Food Food Non-food . .
Income . X B - Fixed assets ~ Savings
income expenditure _expenditure (2) expenditure
SHGMON 0.118 (1.15)  1.098 (0.15) 2117 (L95)* 0.871 (2.12)** 0.871(0.98) 0.227 (1.93)* 1.087 (2.41)**
Household characteristics YES
Household head characteristics YES
SHG member characteristics YES
SHG characteristics YES

Notes: All regressions include the right-hand variables of Table 4-4 except for economic outcomes. Analysis is based on 220 observations.
Absolute t-ratios are given in parentheses. *** 1% significant, ** 5% significant, * 10% significant, respectively

Table 6-1 DIRFIO 2T L HEHED 27 A FE TTHHA ST DRI 2RI 51
T &, RPTE. REITSG. ARHEE S, RN T 2 AN S, FERBHY
X, BEEEE, IFETH D,

R AEBRD L BHRENZ 212 SHGMON DG HINCH B RKETIE L 72 5 DI,
FEHEE S (10%) . REEENCI T 2 BN E S (5%) . EEEE (10%) . i7% (6%)
D 4HODHThoTe FENOHFIIHEKYE), T E TOBEFMIE & ITHFREIIC, BT
BT O W TLIEDOR R MR S L2 o 72118,

IR~ DR RDPMETE SN o 7o DL, FiSMEER TRR LA X7 MR FERL
TWDHRER E BRI D D, & 2 TR AR A L L TR ERSIT 21T 27,
ZDOFEFRN Table 6-2 IZF EDHNTND, ZHIZE-T, SHG 707 T ANEDOZEHE
IR HICEITEREE T (3% 3.018, 5% /KETHIMICAER) . KITEHEIXT L AR DD
REZITTCODZ ERLroTz (T2 LHEHIICHEE TIEZRYY), TOMOKEIZHON TS
Xy EURIHT ZAT o723, BB TR DEMPFET 5 2 LIRS e o7,

Table 6-2 Results of Quantile Regression for Total Income

Dep var: Total income 25 percentile 50 percentile 75 percentile

SHGMON -0.099 (0.87) 0.217 (1.07) 3.013 (2.19)**
Household characteristics YES
Household head characteristics YES
SHG member characteristics YES
SHG characteristics YES

Notes: All regressions include the right-hand variables of Table 4-4 except for
economic outcomes. Analysis based on 220 observations. Absolute t-ratios are
given in parentheses. *** 1% significant, ** 5% significant, * 10% significant,
respectively

e ERPTRIEE O A SHG O #) 238 U TRRFEIZIR 2 EZ TE TV L0 EHAT 572

13 72721, Table 61 T/RENTWAH T 77 N7 7 AT 47 AL, Swain and Varghese
(2009, 2011) =° Deininger and Liu (2009) & IZHEATH 5,
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WIZ, ~A 7 uua—rORREFSMEENICHEE L% (Table 6-3) 20125, Z2h
b TS BALE TIXAEEIRE ~DRE % B L7 fE A A Z v olcxt LT, frfs
T TIEERE (health), 8% (food), BT HAY (emergency) &5 HiEN£Eh% b
HTND Z LD DN D, Table 6-2 DX 3G HT THG EAZJE D7 SHGMON DOFR¥A AR
UT 4 T CTHRENCAEE L R o Te B RICIE, MW IC X D4R A A U BN O
EZnbbHEEbND, —HFTHE TEIEE~A 7 ea— 20 THEEE(LETT> T
WD ZENHEEIND,

Table 6-3 Usage of Microloans by Income Quantile

1 o m v \% Total
Agricultural 1,500 10,000 2,300 20,875 23,400 17,571
investment 1 1 4 8 10 24
Livestock 6,250 12,857 14,545 33,929 25,313 21,047
2 7 11 7 16 43
Business 0 0 35,000 26,600 21,143 25,071
0 0 2 5 7 14
Housing 10,000 2,167 5,000 11,100 25,367 14,325
1 3 1 5 6 16
Education 4,000 0 5,667 4,000 5,750 4,923
1 0 3 5 4 13
Health 1,617 3,000 3,128 3,500 4,457 3,147
6 6 9 3 7 31
Ceremonies 0 0 3,750 1,833 5,083 3,955
0 0 2 3 6 11
Lending to 1,500 10,000 4,000 4,500 7,500 5,214
others 2 1 1 1 2 7
Food 2,200 1,000 2,000 0 0 2,000
5 1 2 0 0 8
Emergency 2,125 2,179 3,013 4,667 8,214 3,802
4 14 15 12 7 52

Source: Questionnaire survey in 2008.
Notes: Figure in a upper sell = total amount of borrowing / no. of borrowers. Figure in
a lower sellis no. of borrwers.

Table 6-4 Results of Social Impacts

Trust Trust Cooperation ~ Cooperation Altruism Altruism
(identified) (innate) (identified) (innate) (identified) (innate)
SHGMON 1661 (1.61)* 0.717 (0.21) 0.101 (2.21)** -0.191 (0.44) -0.234 (1.54)  0.051(0.79)
Default experience in a group -0.473 (1.01)  -0.233 (0.55) -0.002 (1.88)* -0.178 (1.02) -5.43 (2.36)** -0.123 (0.99)
Household characteristics YES
Household head characteristics YES
SHG member characteristics YES
SHG characteristics YES

Notes: All regressions include the right-hand variables of Table 4-4. Analysis is based on 220 observations. Absolute t-ratios are
given in parentheses. *** 1% significant, ** 5% significant, * 10% significant, respectively
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Table 6-4 [FHSHIRCRICBE T 2 HEGHERZ R L7 b D TH S, SHG TOIFE) T 7 A
F—Fm—URNHRMARE RS> ThD, KVA Ty T7RbDLb, TETIHE
FZIRBEIFTHE R E I E SN T —ERHLZTHE T 2 2 L2, Ml INLGI—T 17D
FEREBH TH T2 b DR, 74—~ AEYTIH L OMEICET 2#Mm A4 T o MENHTL
HDThHD, BRI, ZA—T2ETHI BH/EAL, EARFEEICHLTENLETO
GREARTLONEBIZE D —ENRHBONLETEM I, RFEAT Y 2 — 20T
bRODLEND D, T AZ—FAr—EFIHAT DO —T 1 v 7 ORI 30
ING 40 DERETH D0, FIAFEEL o T DT 2, 3K L0 | BRZIT 2 HEL
Rz bbb, 2O EREZBRBICAND L, BHEETHDH SHGMON |3tt2H)
FERZROBSIIET DNELER TH DL EHRTZENTED, GIERNG 7 L—TH
HCTORMBENRELS b &, FEH. BB ERPBER SN TWD Z R LN E
ol EHLDOEHLIFEAMED S & TEREIToTLMRTH D, FE S Lo thary
i (the identified social preference) | DA MNEL L CTWD Z EIXEHICMET 5, A KEb
S TV AENCEA O H)EL (the innate social preference) (M E Db T
BINDZ L3, HBEBHOF THIITBROME/ N E L TV HRTIT RN L3R
INTND, FFE SNTZFIMLIEDRE N AL > TV D Z & B EBREV, SHG 7'r 7 F A
DMEFCW IS &0 ) BEPEIC S & DWW iR 2 (RIS 5 — 7 T, D e WFifthig
WAL TWDDTHL (T LFEFHNICAEETIERWY),, & 0D, 77— THSSE
SADFENDINE ORF A ¥ 2 — )V ESIEIX LICT 5 & FIftEIIRE <95, &%
FEITHESERITINC L > TAELT TV D ERETIIE, ZD L9 2ITENC L > THRIK
0 ZROIDERIRIFN KON TLE D ZENRENTZDOTH D,

Bz Lo X9 i Eitt oz oFMtiEs?y SHGMON & AIZFIEI L T2 o) & 0 BAaA
ATHMTT BT, T — A MEEJERIOHERE & THEE S A7 FitE (the identified altruism) |
ERGIAE S L LRy lR ot 217 > 7=, Table 6-5 & Table 6-6 (It AUREICEE T2
HERF2AT O BRI, o vamb—A K (131 fibly) L{Eh—A b (89 4 [cxhTh
REL7ZHDOTHD, ml—A I, Table 3-4 ® Nair 75 Ezhawa £ TOREJE % & Tp,
—HTRA =2 MITNLSOREICHE T 5, @l —Z F OV 2 TIVZIRE L7238 T
EH. AMA T ) EEES SHGIEEV A BN R < 2 21X EHINT 5 — 5 T, #EHICHERK
Y CRMLMEIIRD 32 2 & 3R S 7z (Table 6-5), K7 — A NMZIRE L= T, Fl
DRI R T T 4 T IR A B Thedr o7 (Table 6-6), L72235 T, Table 6-4
TR ST BN 7258 4 OB & A5 K 5 ICRIMAY 225847 2K T 9~ 2 BLBIE. FRIT
EH—A MDOMTHELUTWAZ ERbhrot-, F7-., Table 6-7 1% THE(L 7RI
DORNERRENEZ LVFELIBRET 272018, ROERST &2 To72b D Th D, Z Ok
Eo ., FMEOKER S WEEIEEZNME T LT WZ LALLM E o7, 5 4 &
@ Table 4-11 225 pro-poor 72 &ALy & KB T S HETHL /T VR - F TV —V
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2DHNFEEICHE I —A MIBTLZMETH DL Z LRSSz, L7 T, Table 6-5,
Table 6-6, Table 6-7 DFERIT ) T LA « TV —T 2 OHNFTH D0 — A ORI

OFEVEEE T, SHG OIFEIH 08K < 72 513 R AEE DMK T+ 2 RN BEE TH D 2

EETRELTWD LIIRTE D, 775, MR LB AR A58 AT 2 8 S 5 1

AEAY SHG IZNTEL TW D LYl 5 Z L Cc& 5 L bid,

Table 6-5 Results of Social Impacts for High Castes

Only for high castes Trust Trust Cooperation ~ Cooperation Altruism Altruism
(From Nair to Ezhawa) (identified) (innate) (identified) (innate) (identified) (innate)
SHGMON 1.239(1.74)y*  0.182 (0.40) 1.958 (2.33)** -0.147 (0.09) -2.111(1.88)* 0.037 (0.38)
Default experience in a group -1.283 (0.27)  -0.283 (0.23) -0.103 (1.98)* -0.485 (1.05) -8.192 (2.44)** -0.038 (1.02)
Household characteristics YES

Household head characteristics YES

SHG member characteristics YES

SHG characteristics YES

Notes: All regressions include the right-hand variables of Table 4-4. Analysis is based on 220 observations. Absolute t-ratios are
given in parentheses. *** 1% significant, ** 5% significant, * 10% significant, respectively

Table 6-6 Result of Social Impacts for Low Castes

Only for low castes Trust Trust Cooperation ~ Cooperation Altruism Altruism
(From Chetty to SC/ST) (identified) (innate) (identified) (innate) (identified) (innate)
SHGMON 1914(1.81)*  0.743(0.38) 0.002(0.34)  -0.024 (0.19) -0.755(1.04)  0.018 (0.19)
Default experience in a group -0.102 (0.13)  -0.556 (0.19) 0.003(0.33)  -0.384 (1.01) -4.341 (2.56)** -0.092 (1.05)
Household characteristics YES

Household head characteristics YES

SHG member characteristics YES

SHG characteristics YES

Notes: All regressions include the right-hand variables of Table 4-4. Analysis is based on 220 observations. Absolute t-ratios are
given in parentheses. *** 1% significant, ** 5% significant, * 10% significant, respectively

Table 6-7 Results of Quantile Regression for the Identified Altrusim

Dep var: Altruism (identified) 25 percentile 50 percentile 75 percentile

SHGMON 0.885 (1.14) 1.384(1.00) -5.022 (2.25)**
Household characteristics YES
Household head characteristics YES
SHG member characteristics YES
SHG characteristics YES

Notes: All regressions include the right-hand variables of Table 4-4. Analysis is
based on 220 observations. Absolute t-ratios are given in parentheses. *** 1%
significant, ** 5% significant, * 10% significant, respectively

BRI, R - AEE ROV THIE L7z LATE OfEHR %4 4 T< (Table 6-8),
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Table 6-8 Results of LATE

Treatment dummy = 1if i borrows Agricultural Food Food . .
Total Income . . Fixed assets Savings

external loans Income expenditure expenditure (2)

LATE (instrumented by a dummy 10,294 8,294 70.451 85.918 8,817.12 1,294.09

=1if SHG w/ access to external loans) 0.17 0.82 3.89*** 4,12%** 2.01** 1.85*

Household characteristics YES

Household head characteristics YES

SHG member characteristics YES

SHG characteristics YES

Notes: All regressions include the right-hand variables of Table 4-4 except for economic outcomes.
Analysis based on 220 observations. Absolute t-ratios are given in parentheses. *** 1%
significant, ** 5% significant, * 10% significant, respectively

Table 6-8 DL/ A X —F L —rDOEAN B2 HTRIL. (B O) AEHEE X
H, BEEE, BFECTECHRHNICAETHD Z ERbh o7, BTG, BEFS~DIE
DRENfRH SN & & Table 6-1 OfERA GO TE2H L, SHG 7'r 7T A
SOMEAN ST O TRFEDNRITHE L L EESMAZ B L TEIH LTV D LN D,
% 72 Table 6-4 OHEFHHERICK LT, S RIC O TIIAERBRIIG LR o7,
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Table 6-9 Results of Dyadic Regression

Coefficient Dyadic
estimate t-value
SHGdummy =1ifiand jbelong to
the same SHG 0.082 0.25
Loan dummy =1 if j borrows microloan 2121 292
but idoesn't borrow it
Underleasing dummy = if j brrows microloan 1.450 2.94
for underleasing
Loan dummy * poor dummy 2.881 3.10
Geographical proximity
(Distance between iand j (m)) -9.814 -8.13
Social caste dummy =1 if iand j belong to 3.067 4.29
the same SC
Difference in:
Dummy = 1 if primary occupation 1.746 2.68
of head is farming
No. of working members 0.013 0.71
Age of household head 0.045 0.18
Health index 1--4 (1 = good health, 2.871 2.65
4 =disabled)
Years of education of household -0.193 -1.19
head
Total wealth -1.764 -291
Sumof
Dummy = 1 if primary occupation 0.345 0.81
of head is farming
No. of working members 0.185 0.99
Age of household head 0.565 0.47
Health index 1--4 (1 = good health, 0.002 0.03
4 =disabled)
Years of education of household 0.874 0.31
head
Total wealth 2.14 1.98
No. of observations 43180

The dependent variable = the amount of borrowing informl credits

and/or receiving gifts fromj.

Estimator is Tobit. All t-values based on standard errors corrected

for dyadic correlation of errors

DR E G2 D ENRENT,
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Table 6-9 LA B /LA — =3 RERET D72 OI T 7o, ZFHMENFESH (h—E > k
TT)NV) OFERTHD, H—12, FAILSHGICHTBL TWHZ EDRT, £ v 74—~/
FEGB Sl 5 A MBS LD DI TldeWnWZ b nd, 10, EEAKEREL LT i
DA r7ra—rZFRHLTWRnE X2 MEY TWHiuL, A v 7 +—~/baiis [z IE
L7eDo T, fEFROIHFEFA~D RN A — =21
fAET D i snD, ZOfREIE, EFTHL ] PEMICIICK LTy A7 rr— %05



BLTWAr—R2%ar ha— L LTWNWH I EICHEERLETH D, FEEjNImEFH T~
A7 —EFALTORIE, A 27 3 —< V8BS MEE S D &9 LA 7 %
ENA=N=RPEEL TN D, ZOHFHERND, TR EIFHIDA T =ALIZL-T
AENF—=N=PAETTNDLZENRALNERY ENTEE L IEAIEE~DORE
MBBHLNTRIER, VA =T VT - Xy P &N LTRELTNDLIDELS
2 b5, ®%IC, loan dummy & poor dummy DA AEEDRMMNETHE THDH Z &M
H, ZOXIRAENF—=N"—WRIFZTFEPRERB THLLGAITERERDH T L
L7,

6.6. fEam

KEIFEA VR r—7 7 MEFHNC SHG 71 7T LORRF « ARO[ ONT
AE LT=EFEIZE T B, 7 4 —~ VYT DRNE ~D T 7 & AN, % SHG 12T &
LDZROETONTEHREREZFHAL T, AT T4 0T 7 r—Fiib 25 I 7 nitE
ST EAT 5T TR, =7 22 —Fra— U RNFHRRE L o> ThbDOHEMBREVIE
£ GEMHO) REHEE S, BEEE, &N ENT 5 2 LW LN e kol F2i
IR OWN T, KBRS b s E CIEORRM R S D —T5 T, (KT
JE TITADRENRGE SN, =7 2F—F A n— 2 ZFH L TEEREZITV., £,
HIEMERFT G 2155 L) MF QAR ZRBHFEHEIE X, D7 < & bl (KT E
TIEEHL TR T,

ARETIE_EHMT—22FHL T, SHG 727 T AL D AN A — =1 E 50 &
NTWD, HFHRERNS, EFRICEDIFEF~DA 7 —~ VBRI E TG 48 U7
AENA—=N=PELTTND I EIRENTZ, EHICZDAENA—"=ZRIT, ZIFF
DERETHLIHEAICEI D REL 2o TS, LER->T, ERLEREDRLEGDET
Ez 5L, BNBILSHG " BEAT S Z L TR BICHE P L L BEEHEZIT>TWVWH 2
LM T, BIMEEEOEFENL IR =T V7 - 2y NU—7 @ U AE LA
—NR—IREFEZ L TWDZERHALNE o7z, ZA SHG 7’1 7T A2 X 52 REI
AN=ZALTHDHEBEZBIND,

S DTG FEBRATEH LT, SHG (23T 2L 48 AME R & AL, ) BEEER O RERIC T
BRL T2 Z DM ST, 7272 LEIBRIE O AU T, FMLAY 7238113 7 v — T ND A 2N
—IC K DR FRARTE) (MERFOBRIE) I T/ RTU RSN TLES Z L
THD, KEOSHNS, RS MF Y02 T Az@ U TR EShD, £72F0
DOEFEELTRDOUTLE ) ZENRBINT, REIX, I3 2=7 ( ICEMEEE MR
TRV NAERNCHSBEREARZEMT 5 2 & &, RFFEERZ O COR LI O SR
ThdEeBEZLND,
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8k 6.1. /AT TFA T I —FDORUMEDREE

6.4. TSN L H T, 27 uFHENTICRBIT ZNAERORBEICHLT D =00, A%
TIERE OFI A ATRENEICBT 2 BREROBERENEHN SN TV D, BERNIZIT= s 27—
FAB— DT I AR RO N —T HAEREE L, RGN T S hL—=
MBENTTZDITRIZNCT 7 B ARG D Z LN TECORNWI V—T %5t B & LT
ST TWD, 7oL TREL I v gy « A T AZHONWTIEL, £@BNEOFE Lk
EDE CBLHIFTHE « NAREREEIC K> TREZZIT TV D ERE L BT, ZIEMT
ARy MBI A ST D 2 L THIRLTWS, 22T, AETEM STV A HEEH
W, LD AAT T4 T T —FOREMERAET D720, =7 AZ—F )m—r
DT 7B AMENT o FLZEIETHENTWND Z L BRI REREROA THRR LIZV, B
EIIZIE, 77 B AR H5EIC 1 MWD I —EBREWRALKE Lice Yy bET
N EHERFT % (Swain and Varghese 2011),

HERHRE R IT Table 6-A ICE LD BN TND, 2B I NV—T G ENDHT T A X —F
na—r D7 7 AR, BUIFRERFE GO RIS 7V — T DJEMEC X o TR RBYICIRE
ENTVDEDITTERNI LAVREN TV D, JHIUTBRSIRE Y SHG ITRLE OF 2 7F
AT ABRC, FEEOEMEEZF T D DI TN 2 KT /R TH D,
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Table 6-A Test for the Relevancy of Pipeline Approach

Dep var: Dummy for a SHG w/ access to external

loans =1 Coefficient z-value

Characteristics of Household

Landholdings (100m2) -1.4312 -0.6345

Government transfer (Rs.) 0.1838 0.7227

No. of family labor (age 16-59) -0.0686 -0.1645

No. of family member -1.1341 -0.6789
Characteristics of Household head

Educational attainment 0.339** 2.5134

Age 0.5040 0.5415

Dummy for female household head -0.5660 -0.3415
Characteristics of a SHG member

Age 1.0505 0.4201

Educational attainment 1.1530 0.7227

Residential year 0.0290 1.4789

Dummy for experience of emigrant -0.1510 -0.3414

Private transfer within village (Rs) 0.4600 15134
Characterisitics of SHG

Social homogeneity 0.1580 0.3911

Total number of participants 0.3650 0.2264
Financial transaction

Dummy for potential demand for loans 0.6450 0.7719

Dummy for credit constraint 0.6970 0.5550
Loan from

Friends, relatives (Rs.) -0.1880 -1.4801

Money lender (Rs.) 0.0560 0.4537

Credit cooperatives (Rs.) 0.6892 0.0674

Commercial bank (Rs.) 0.6700 0.2178

Government Bank (Rs.) 0.3658 1.0407

Total loans without SHG loans (Rs.) 0.5629 0.9273

Pseudo R"2 0.251

Log likelihood -38.7259

*** 1% significant, ** 5% significant, * 10% significant, respectively

148



BTE RELEER

7.1. AHFERORIELEE

KWFZEIL, FA > R r—F FINCBIT D SHG 71 7' Laxtgic, EH k> ThA
IR ST 28R - FEFEBRT — X ZATEBRRBFE AN T2 2 &L T, MFFRIZEBIT 5
HER ZOOF IR T A H - e ERGHLEZ L L=, T4 s, F 1L, GLOA
PME, b GLIZR D THGOKRI WikA I =X LOMPATHY | 5 1%, ARHEIH
ROEERETH D, LTFTIE, ZhooiEic WA AR Z/mE . ©
IMBLELNIBRNEEZ N, FEOENEZEE L T,

¥ 2T, A > R 5 SHG & MF 728 & 0 K 95 7 BBAr Al i O BhRE o i Tk L
T2 D) BT B 72 DI AT Al T 00 %8 B R 4 14 W Je AR RO H R (1930 4R4YR)
NOBIEE THUSORRRSICHE L BT L 72, 2200 62> 7- SHG A
MF OHIERE FIZLL T O =2 Th 5, HF—id, FREIFIZ L 2BRN AICEET 2 ARk
AT, B8 %, WA e T o TRRE R R o T AR E O LB ORI, 5B =1,
T A= VBRI O R Y NU— 7 D TH B,

% 3 TCIL. A O R AR E O S B d K ORI oW CREIN R &
THEPR L7z, FRICHRAHISIC 10 5978 - ERARNORERAZE3T52 LT, 2hb
OB S [T REDS I S R R AF e A Fe . BIEO 8, &, B 5 o
REBSNCHEEEZ TND I LR LTz, BERDIEL, A7+ —~ /LB HeRE
B 5AZ MBS ICRB N T, S T VA - AT Y =V o EIEN D SR BE SR 4 g
FORFF RN TV TH D, £, ZROORFRSNTB W T, RO TE)
IR D B DR RN T WA 2 LRI S LT,

¥4, GL NEBICBIT DB ARy A B = X W& BRI « SRRSO Lz, #SRIELL
To®Y Tho, FH—IZ, SHG WECTIIATRICE L TRMAPZZRE SR 23 FEBL L Tz,
BFE (HFEEUSNO SHG A 3 —) 1E, EHROIEIFIEREICRLT 5 72912 implicit
collateral (THE R, SHG IZHT DITEEEH) ZHR L, EODRE ORI 23 H %t
BN BRI > CWAD Z ERH LN R oTz, LD DT, ZhvE TRITHZENEH
LCE-EBMERAEY (BHRMoEAERY) 2Tz, b2 LB 0L HEET
HFEHEMOERHELYREL TH D Z LIRSz, DX 97 anti-poor 72 & IREL 1%, 1E
BARBITIZE & 3L 7N —F OMFFBEHRAEEFE O F/ME & W D BRI 72 & IR ALY
Thbd, £O—FT, MHXPIREE FEIEEMT REKE R0 =12 LEET 5
AT A4 7IEFHNEBEZLND, FNTHAERED SHG IZSM LT T2 D1, L
TOZOOEIZESL, HB—ld, XTT 4 7RGy a v 7 220 - E0x, B
AEEZFATZENROOLNTEY, v~ 7uan—rRNU 277 U7 L L THERE
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LTWLRTHD, & IE, el - RIFFIHML O S WEDMENE A~ EeBIET 52 &
ZEEMTHEHE (V7L AR - 4T Y —Ta) M, propoor 7REIRELSY A EH LT
WHRTHD, Thd o (VA7 =7 U v JHERE LSBT L 2 &IRELSY DIEIE)
BT N—T NI DIl 72 B IREL 7 1S 3B 1T D BAWEOPEER & W D BIR 2R L Tz Z &R
il S iz,

B4 BOSHINBELN GL @ THHOKK) iR A =X LCET 5 EIX. T
DY Th o, SHGH MF O TH L TfkLiZI T 2 BRI B o e ) ITEF L
T, ZNA—7HNETILY A7 IZBI3 5 positive assortative matching 2AZH9, L7223
- T SHG WESTIZZINE O M TRF B2 BEMENFIE LTz, TR EMHESRME L 720 . SHG
BIMF O% 9 —DDORHET o 2 EAE B EMRE 2 F£7O H A GLI O GBI 2R & LT,
A DTS BB E ~DR A RIEL 5 03 U Tz, ZHUE SHG 25k b oo B s AR ALk

(peer selection) Z#1THT ., BFITOERTY A7 O MEFE2EET 25 THEZARHEA
4% (post-peer selection) | HFEAIRA L TWA Z L2 EWKT 5, & 512 SHG N TlEE
Z Y — FRIEOERIEEEB NEITRIENEET 5 2 EPFENICEIES NN, £
ZfERd 572012 SHG 1HETIC TRFEREOFELE (implicit collateral) | Z %R L T\ 5 Z
EVHIB LT, $eb b, TR ARENK) & TR oMK 2R 4@ U T, SHG
MF 28155 GLIT TTHEOKK 2wk L Tns EHLZINSD, 2 SHG B MF 128
F% GLDAB=A LTS, BB DORIFIEDER LV D BT, 20 X 9 72l Gt
ITAEMEEZF LTS, L LR D20 F F TIEERMIC anti-poor 2275 2 1 < 728,
BWNRHKER E L COARMEITIRERN THDLEEDOIDE2 2720, TOX D RKREZHM D
& T SHG W OE &Ry ZEE L, BAESICHEDAENHIE L LT, Z0FHE XA
TWEDPHERIRE TH D LR S D, AR AR W2 B BRI 2Y . SHG
A 2 3—|Z X % anti-poor 72 EJHEL Sy % Hi Z X F7, pro-poor 72 E ALy~ EAETE LTV e,
s, SHG B MF /X2 0 X 9 et WBlsi B E 4 T 7200 huE, A5 B Ik -
THITHERWEREFHO Fa vy 770 bW RG22 MM EZ S| X T RS 5,
Z 2T, 1EROIERFRIE R ECRA B TIREIRE 2 T 5 X O RBURNT A (R —T 1 &~
T OEEEHESCT R E) 2175 2L T, EHEYNZEBL. BRFEFHO ey 770 e
EFERNEITEISBERDD EEZDND,

%5 BIILLTO =20 A0, BEFOGRIIIE & EiF RO 24 D 5585 2 - L
7o 85—, FAVE TO GLIZEE T 2 BERAFZ0 THAE & SAL TN BB RGER EE ~D S IN23
EBEEEDO LS RBERTRESN TV DONEHLMNICLIZRTH D, T78bb, # 5
BEOFHREITIC L o T, W RGEHIE OFIE & DFELSRME @R V—7 NI TED &
I L CERBITIREIFIEZ L L TV D D)) NEIES N, &b EEQRRE I, B
RAEHIEE  (FRALRBREIED) (XS RARR O TH AR SN TV D DO TIE R < . MR
TR ENTWDBEFDO I R =T Vo7« Xy NI —7 ZIEHT 2 CHlRE L T,
BERAFZEAMRE LTz, GL NS OB ERAER B 438 U7z @ik & 9 A 7 = X A0,
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FERRITIT 35 OFE AARBRE EE OFFAEITKIL L TR Y | Hii- 2 BRI LB C 72 D & &
R DD, BT, FELRBREIE O RN I 1T D SR OB EN 2 RGE LTz, £ ORGSR,
JSERETIZ 2R WAIMLA 72 B8 (guilt aversion, shame aversion, FUMIE) 23FE A ARRR | FE
DAL L EZX TWDH I ENghole, TNHLDT 77 NI 7 AT 4V T A%
B — DOIGERRFEDRE R & G o THE U, [5G Tld SHG OPs#A 4 # 2 T H.BHRY
IRE R L A B EBERO RGBT TEY, 2O ETHED I A7 =7V &~
773 SHG B MF (2 3651F 2 RaEHI B D SR & U CTHRE L CTW 2 LRI T X 5, 55 =1,
WK R OB IRFICEATIZNCER L, X T 476 LFRTT 4 7Ry =
v ZNZHIGT D CHEE N E L TND 2 & aid Lz, BRI, HEHER» %
SN ORFFRIEELTIS U T, WARZRERE ARG 2 Uz D OB O @17
WHER STz, —D AN, T FLRFEY g v 7 ITER U TEB BT L koo fEAE
WL, HEE A AZE U TThl 5L (state-contingent repayment) TH 5, —DH
2, EAERTE R EA~OSMBREE, T2RDBIFERLWNIIMED Fu vy 77 U s ORI
EN7=snE 9 5 F T (state-contingent savings) T b, WINDOEHE L,
F D OFEROIS AV TE &2 H5F U 72 ARV MES F 2R IR AR O KA R A Fhe & L,
WA (7272 L7 =T AR R TIT N—TNETY 7 SR S DR & &
ER S 20O 0) FHARBRHIES ARSI T\, I, HH ARSI IXE LA
B LT AEESREHEE (HEIEITA 7 —~ VRS R R EE) ([CHDIAEN TR
HEBINGREEZIT T e, LIER> T, TIUIRMNIESOEBICHEOE O X 512D
Ko SN ARG | & AR THET D 2 &3, BRI L e 2 ARV RIZ S
TW5,

% 5 EOONRER N DIRIRWMG AR R IND 2 L LD, T7bb, B L BERD
(BN ST E@HIE (2 2 TIROERFRIEHE) PR ENBCESET D701, BifFD
V272 =7 Vo7« Xy NU—27 OFERCHBRY - FMA9 22 #0 NEESRE L 7 D5 DT
FRWNWInE NS ZEThHD, P LHARBITENRMGRE L TODRANE TIE, TD LD
IRAAES AL L T2 2 L 23 SHG Y MF OFfeVEIC IEDOR B 2 G- 2 Tz s R SN D,
. 2O XD RIGREZRFET D 72 DITIIARIED K 5 7e— M DT — Z ST IIZ R
HY ., BIOHIETHRICZ ENRNT 200 T —F ZHE L TERTIHILERH D,

%6 L, SHG 7’1 7T LADREH - 2RO F I OVWTIREE LT, 74—~ /L#dT
MWD DG ~DT 71 AN, % SHG ([2T7 F LIZE D BTon- HRFERZFHL T,
AT TA T Ta—=FIlb eI I uit&oh eirolc, TORR, =7 A4 —F v
a—2NHAAREL 2o THLDOABRNEWVIZE, (BEYIO) REREE ., BEE&ERE,
FF N2 Z ERH BN LR o7z, ETZRFTHICOWTIE, KRS H D & S
PEfE CIEORR DGR SN D — 5, EFTERE CITADHRN RSNz, =7 A4 —
Frv— BRI L TEEREZITV., £ 20h0BMNMMNRETEEE5 £ 09 MF OHAN
PRBRRERIS L, D7 & b AR OEFTERE CIXEHR L W iehols,
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FBOEIISIDIZHMT—F#ZFHALT, SHG 70 7T AL AL —"—2hF 1
SHT LTz, HERHRERD D BFRICK DM F~DA 7 4 — v LRI 585 A Ul
AENF—=N=PECTND ZEIRENTL, SHIZZDRAENAT—="=RIT, ZTF
DERNBETHLILGAICLVRES > TWND, LIER-T, ERLERFEDIREEDET
Ez2HE BANET SHG MHEAT S Z L TR OICHE FHEL L EEEREEToT0DH D
LI T, BETSEHEEOHBFENPO YA =T V7« 2y NU—2 Z@ LIz A LA
=N REEZ L TND Z ERH LN oTo, 2’ SHG 7'a 7T A X 5 EIRHI
ARN=ZALTHDLEEZDND, o, BFEEREZTEN L T, SHG 2B 242280 AME
FEE BN B DOBERUCEH R L TV D 2 & D3RR S, 7272 LRIV AT, Filih
HIZRIBAFIT 7N — T ND A N =2 K DS ERARITE) (BUEIRGE OIEIE) ([TX-> T
FURTUREINTLEIZETHD, & 6 BOSNMND, FLEAVEEFANARIZERR I
o, b LIFTKbND Z ENREIEENT,

RKEICHE A EPDOHE 6 EETDT 77 NI 7 AT 4 U T AERERINRRT 52 LT
RN At T <, ZHUX SHG 7’1 7T A3, imfﬂfﬂ*’rﬁk@n‘ﬁﬁc‘:wﬁﬁ‘é £9
IRHEIEENE L TV D AREMETH D, 5 4 EOoHT S, SHG B MF 132N & 2%k L CHE
M 72 Bl  FE L TWD Z ENRHLMNI R oT, —FH T, £D L H 72 anti-poor 72 &
TRy 2R L TV D O 70— TR B ORI 70084 T 5 2 & bR S vz, $7

55 OGN D TN —T ONAA A 8 2 TRNLT DA BARBRTIEE DS, R 22 B2 5
ZHNTNDZEBHENIIRENTZ, L LD, 6 EDOoHn SHG OfF#E) A %
MEL221ZE, EMRYZEa (B8, BRI I EE0 2N 5 ookt LT, FlflAy
7ei4f (altruism) 23T 5 X9 REMDBBO b, R, F 4 BT/ T LA AT
V=V 2 LIEEN DS HFEOHWT L 2> TV DX, @b —A MIBET 2R a
METHD Z LA LNTSEN, F 6 =T SHG OIFBAMNRES RD1EEZD L H 722
B — A RREE OFMIER, DB — R MR TRELBOTI5HEBERAISE LN
EIFBEFR SN TR, ZI0OLRBEINDHDIE, SHG 7'a 7 J Akl L CGREMENTT
SRR EE T 2 DI o TEADEBERENE(L L, BRBOSINA BT 4T L7705
T 7= pro-poor 72 &G FEL/r-OMEH A EAT 2 15 HFAARBREI EE S, BEEIRIIZER L < 72
LEVWIHEEMETH D, Z DK D AR 728 A PEIC T 5 K 0 BkREn 7' e 7T AT
W@éﬂf“éiﬁ%!‘i\ SBRERBICED Fay 77U MROEBANEITAHERE . O

. AREEORE LTCO SHG 7'ua 7 7 MIFEELLTLE 2208 LitZeuy,
ZCHEZROIX, SHG 7’1 7 T ABMENORIE 2 NERICEL S, &0 DITHERN
i%ﬁ L7 &R OFEBRAELTLE D L ITHEET HHHRICIT. £k
ﬁ:XAﬁ‘ﬁf‘Té DO, EWVIEATH D, SHG OiFE) %28 U T ABERL (trust,
reciprocal cooperation) AN 5— T, FMhAYEEL; (altruism) 2ME T3 2BL O
BIHFET D EEZEZLNDHmIIA =X E LT, Bowles (2008) 2L - THRE iz,
RRFEHIA T 0 7 OIEHZ FRICE W ZBORIC L A2FMESRG D7 Z 07 0 7T 0
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NERRPIE XD, Bowles (2008) [FUT4EDFEER « ITEIRFEFOM R EZFEIH L, Th
OO EE & L TRFER « 88001 o T 40 TITHESCESER, B LARWETHE
ANDRIFIC A B2 TLE 9 AlRetE a4 L T\ 2, BAERIZ Bowles IZ3ZNH DA
T 4 T EIEH UEBORMN, 7 X LA I AT E - T HERER)EE (the moral sentiments) |
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HERBD) PREAET S SHG OWNETIE, Z4Lh 2 2D NHRIOFEI/EH L TS EF 2 XL
9. Geertz (1962) 1ZZ DX 5 7eA v 7 4+ —~ VI BRI E 2 | BV RSN L0 IR
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LEBTHIRLEERMBETHDLZEEZHOMNZLTWD, T DX 9 RinERI XA k5
LTS SHGIZH Y TITED & lbivd, il Uiz X 5 22 liffAimitE B 1 2 skt A
EBLZ RS EWEMT T & LT TRifilbE) Z248@E 940X, SHG WNEBICIZZ & C 5y
IRRREERE (BF 4 ECHIO MRS TEEERTICB T 28T L EF~0 Zffb) NI FL
TW5 7%, SHG ITEMERTSORERECK TS [P & LTS Es s
TEDFEREEZ L ST I/ RO TVt RIS, AFECEREREY &
72572 SHG 7'v 77 LOFEREIL, MDD FME 2 70 L T =R Ze Bk S . TR
B 72 A MBS RE 238 U T2 2 & TRk L L TN kb b Z L 2R L
TV LR TE %, A% SHG 31 v 7+ —~</LERiflEL LTED X 5 B bzt
R AR ORI L CEIRT 200 (B W0IE LRV 00) 245 2 L1,
BLRITRWIFERRE C o D b O ORI ORBEERZ B2 2720, MELDTia Lol %
AT T2,

7.2. SHROBE

SHOMEE LTHETFOND DX, 12, KR TH LI GL OBERECE R HIT A 7
= X LDO— ekt KOREEA MM T 200 W BN S 5, RIFENRZ 55K
ROWERIL, EOWHRERD—FEE R E Lic EARID) —RE0T — 220
TWORTHD, AFRTERESNIEAITRERIL. ZAETD MF 72277 A0E LT
W2 GL OBEBESCENENR A =X LADORBE LEZBL D Tholz, 2 2 TH LI,
AT TR E LTV DREHIRICIRE SN b DO, & D WITEATHINC 7 —F TN
AV FOMOINCHISHAEND b DORONE, T—F &K Lz ECEEICHRRF UL
TR B2V, ZOTDITITREMNEZ 0T I LITMA T, ST =X 2L T,
SHG ! MF O8I b BT 2 0E R H D,

AWFZE DRI & B L 74 % OB, H2BREAROFS RO (A
EUTHZETHD, B 1ED 1.2.4. TR L7228, 2 E TOFZE CIIESBHREA T
ARKICIEONEEEZ L0 T LD L ERS N TN D, AHFZETHAESIRE N EIE Y O
DIFEMEASEE LY | SRR A ROBITREIFEAEM L0 2728 #HNICIED
SRR SNz, LovL2annh, ik (1995) 2MEHf+ 2 & 9, HEENHE & BUFo
KEAIET D REMEARA LTS —H T, TN TR TIE RN & 238k 5 %
e b ERBbnD, FlxE BEFEEOE M GEK 1995, p.315) | NHHEFE CHIELE
BROVREMED B D, £ b b EMGETIIS DRI E Th - o HUIRIZ, Bi7-12 SHG 246k L
74— VAT E TS 2 & CRMEHATIGICHRAT 5 LTI L., TR
X, BHEICER SN TE A v 74—~ ARERER Y hU—7 0N %I H 5 R 72 8]
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wi%%ﬁ@éo:5Lt*yh9~&1%%’%Lf%@%f%é’kf = DR E %
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WD 7T, BATAETTS O L0 IR L oL s D FEERZ AU HE < HRE RO -0
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