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Table O.A.2: Family-Wise Error Rate Adjusted1 p-values

Anemic

Coefficient
Unadjusted Adjusted

Coefficient
Unadjusted Adjusted

p-value p-value p-value p-value

Average Grades 0.455 0.040 0.262 0.434 0.047 0.256

Cognitive Function 86.64 0.038 0.141 80.77 0.045 0.099

Promotion 0.114 0.050 0.262 0.105 0.075 0.256

Perceived Upward Mobility 0.175 0.006 0.047 0.170 0.010 0.074

Controls2 No Yes

Non-Anemic

Coefficient
Unadjusted Adjusted

Coefficient
Unadjusted Adjusted

p-value p-value p-value p-value

Average Grades -0.098 0.591 0.956 -0.102 0.586 0.970

Cognitive Function -11.62 0.698 0.967 -13.82 0.639 0.970

Promotion 0.044 0.356 0.494 0.042 0.397 0.481

Perceived Upward Mobility 0.008 0.889 0.967 0.025 0.662 0.970

Controls2 No Yes

1 Adjusted p-values are estimated using Westfall and Young’s free stepdown resampling algorithm (Kling, Liebman and Katz 2007;

Liebman and Luttmer 2015).

2 All regressions include controls for sex and class. Some specifications include additional controls for household income, electricity at

home, and mother’s years of schooling.
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