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Scaling up Household Surveys at the WB: a new Strategy 

• WBG study on (poverty) Data Deprivation: 92 countries don’t have a 
regular survey; 77 in extreme deprivation. (Serajuddin et al., 2015) 

• JYK’s announcement (Oct 2015; 1 survey every 3-year IDA cycle) 

• HSWG, Household Survey Strategy and new Protocol 

• Household survey window in TFSCB to jumpstart the scale up 

• Financing in IDA countries for HH surveys has increase by 40% since 
2016 (but from low baseline!) 

• Active and planned financing for data and stat capacity in 55 
countries, of which 45 IDA 

• Currently, providing TA to 92 countries, of which 63 IDA 

• From 77 to 69 data deprived countries. 



LSMS: Working on multiple fronts 

 
• Provides technical assistance to NSOs on survey design and 

implementation, building capacity and facilitating knowledge transfer 
 

• Conducts cutting-edge methodological research on best practices in 
survey methods and latest technologies 
 

• Develop tools to improve quality, timeliness and use of survey data. 
 

• Publishes rigorous policy analyses on various topics in low-income 
countries 
 

• Documents, curates and publicly releases open-access data 



LSMS: more than just poverty 

• “S” if for Study 

• Multi-topic, multi-level 
• Both migration and education 
• Community questionnaire for facilities and services 

• Integrated with other data sources 
• Geographically linked 
• Thematically linked 

• Innovative 
• CAPI, CATI, GPS, Mobile phones, Sensors 

• Implemented with NSOs, within NSS 
• Customized to country’s system and demand, thus some cross-country 

differences 



Measuring migration in HH surveys 

• Different types of migration, different data needs, different challenges 

• “Improving the measurement and policy relevance of migration 
information in multi-topic household surveys” (De Brauw and Carletto, 2012) 

• Migration is not a random process 
• Panel data; IVs; ... 

• Migration as a rare event 
• Disproportionate sampling; Two-phase sampling 

• Different objectives, different data requirements 

• Different instruments offer different opportunities 

• Changing the discourse on migration 
• Need more data, need better data! 

 

 



Availability of migration (and education) data in HH surveys* 

• Microdata Catalogue (2,471 surveys) 
• Education 2,104  
• Migration  307  
• Migrate 108 
• Refugees    55 
• Displaced  30 
 

• LSMS (113 surveys) 
• Education 113  
• Migration 110 (97%) but … 

 

 

 
* Based on search of word in survey questions 



But even when available, not always accessible! 

• Education (2,104)                

        #       Cum. 
• Open access         3 

• Direct access     226          229 

• Public Use     500          729 

• Licensed Use       28          757  

• Available externally 1,347       2,104 

 

 

 



Scaling up collection of refugee/IDPs data 
• Household survey strategy and IDA commitment provide unique 

opportunities 

• Also, FCV focus in IDA in support of refugee and IDP data  

• New International recommendations by Expert Group on Refugee and 
IDP Statistics (EGRIS) 

• Two non-mutually-exclusive approaches: 
• As part of national surveys: more geo coverage, more sustainable, … 

• Stand alone surveys: more costly, more depth 

• Pros and cons of each approach will depend on context and available 
resources.  Focus on better integration! 



The challenges of including refugees in hh surveys 

• Scale up requires overcoming a number of methodological challenges 
• Definitions; different typologies of refugees 
• Choice of survey design; timing of interview; sequencing; access to 

camps/centers 
• Sample frames and sample design 

• Camps/settlements vs. rest  
• Population vs. registries vs. area frames 

• Thematic content 
• Comparability with general population 
• Relevance of questions across sub-populations 
• Cross-nationality applicability and comparability e.g. literacy/skill tests 
• Sensitivity; incentives to misreport 

• It also requires better integration of data sources 
• Administrative/Registries, Spatial, PopCensus, … 
• Survey “Cross-walking” 

• But also, lots of institutional challenges! 



Early attempts of integration into national surveys… 
• Jordan: 2017/18 Household Expenditure and Income Survey  

• Sampling was redesigned to be representative of Jordanians, Syrians, and 
“other” Non-Jordanians 

• Two stage sampling with a full listing operation 

• Survey design adapted to embed questions of relevance to non-nationals, 
especially refugees 

• Partnership with UNHCR informed the adaptations in survey design for Syrian 
Refugees 

• Movement towards more such surveys in high-influx environments, 
building on upcoming national household surveys 
• Africa: Chad, Tanzania, Uganda 

• South Asia: Afghanistan, Bangladesh, Pakistan 

• Need to complement population frame with (UNHCR) registries and other 
sources 

 

 



… and stand-alone surveys 
  WBG’s Study of Refugees and Migrants in Italy and Greece 

Survey administered in randomly selected reception centers 

Multiple languages, multiple nationalities (particularly in Italy) 

Sample size of the survey: 
 Italy: 2600  

 Greece:1700  

 Included PIAAC test, with OECD 

Link to surveys in countries of origin 
 Nigeria, Senegal and Afghanistan 

 Welfare, jobs, education 



Some final thoughts 
• Household surveys key source, but require “enhancements” 
• Some progress, but poorly coordinated 
• Many common/old methodological issues, many more different/new 
• Enormous value of linking to administrative and humanitarian data 

• UNHCR-WB Joint Data Center 

• Added value of linking surveys in host and origin countries 
• IDA, combined with strong donors’ support for TA, possible game changer, 

but many competing demands 
• For economic migration, need to inform discourse based on rigorous 

evidence 
• Need new push!  And better coordination! 
• More (panel) studies of host communities? 

• For refugees/IPDs, about 24 million refugees, 41 million IDPs, but most 
living in about 15 countries! Doable: “leave-no-one-behind” agenda. 

• LSMS fully engaged on all fronts 
 

 

 



www.worldbank.org/lsms 
  
 


