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Table Al: Descriptive Statistics, Full Sample

Mean Std.Dev Min Max
(1) (2) (3) (4)

I. Student Characteristics

11*" Grade

Female 0.563 0.496 0 1
Total Absences (in Hours) 50.851 27.425 1 450
Prop. of Students in Classics 0.366 0.482 0 1
Prop. of Students in Science 0.280 0.449 0 1
Prop. of Students in Exact Science 0.344 0.475 0 1
GPA 11** Grade 72.335 14.159 0 100
12t Grade

Total Absences (in Hours) 73.443 30.752 1 208
Prop. of Students in Classics 0.369 0.483 0 1
Prop. of Students in Science 0.159 0.366 0 1
Prop. of Students in Exact Science 0.463 0.499 0 1
GPA 12! Grade 76.976 12.526 44 100
II. School Characteristics

Private School 0.037 0.190 0 1
Experimental School 0.044 0.207 0 1
Public School 0.919 0.275 0 1
Urban 0.896 0.306 0 1
Postcode Income (in 2009 Euro) 22455.029 7945.331 11784.5 66521.38
II. University Enrollment Characteristics

National Exams Average Score 64.987 20.178 10.35 99.3
Retake the National Exams 0.113 0.317 0 1
Number of University Departments in Preference List 25.014 22.071 1 257
Rank in Preference List of the Actual University Attended 8.399 10.616 1 242
Enrollment in University or Vocational Schooling 0.817 0.386 0 1
Exact Science Department 0.153 0.360 0 1
Science Apartment 0.042 0.201 0 1
Humanities Department 0.193 0.395 0 1
Social Science Department 0.220 0.414 0 1
Vocational Schooling 0.209 0.407 0 1

Note: All statistics reported include students who graduate from high school between 2003 and 2011. Total absences are
measured in hours per year. GPA11 and GPA12 include the average over the school exam scores in the first and second
term, in 11*"* and 12" grade. The full sample of schools is used. There are three types of schools in the sample: public,
private, and experimental schools. Experimental are public schools and school admission is based on a lottery for the sample
years. A school is located in an urban area if the area has more than 20,000 inhabitants. Postcode income is expressed in
2009 Euro.



Table A2: Random Assignment: Balancing Test of Student Characteristics and Teacher
Characteristics by Student Gender

Girls Boys
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
Student Prior Student Class Student Prior Student Class
Performance Age Size Performance Age Size
Female Teacher (=1 if Female) 0.058 0.017  -0.258* 0.029 -0.014  -0.128
(0.039) (0.012)  (0.143) (0.042) (0.013)  (0.193)
Obs. 10,351 10,351 10,351 7,612 7,612 7,612
Teacher Previous Year Quality 0.100 -0.054 0.726 0.228 -0.020 1.146
(0.147) (0.050)  (0.615) (0.177) (0.042)  (0.954)
Obs. 10,349 10,349 10,349 7,612 7,612 7,612
Teacher Experience 0.006 -0.002% 0.008 -0.000 0.000 -0.020
(0.004) (0.001) (0.014) (0.003) (0.001) (0.022)
Obs. 10,351 10,351 10,351 7,612 7,612 7,612
Year FE Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Grade FE Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Class FE Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

Notes: The table presents the estimated effects from separate regressions of each of the student pre-assignment
characteristics and prior test scores on teacher gender (1=female), teacher previous year quality, and teacher
experience. Each estimate in this table is generated from a different regression. Student test scores are standard-
ized and have a zero mean and a standard deviation of one. All regressions condition on subject fixed effects,
year fixed effects, grade fixed effects, and class fixed effects. Robust standard errors clustered at the class level

are reported in parentheses.



Table A3: Random Assignment: Balancing Test of Teacher Characteristics and Student
Characteristics by Student Gender

Girls Boys Girls Boys Girls Boys
Female Teacher Previous TVA  Teacher Experience

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

Lagged Test Score 0.006 0.003 0.000 0.001 0.062 -0.007

(0.004) (0.004) (0.001) (0.001) (0.040) (0.043)

Class Size -0.010*  -0.004  0.001 0.002 0.037 -0.094

(0.006) (0.007) (0.001) (0.002) (0.071) (0.102)

Age 0.006  -0.003 -0.001  0.000 -0.082* -0.006

(0.004) (0.002) (0.001) (0.000) (0.049) (0.030)

Observations 10,351 7,612 10,349 7,612 10,351 7,612
Grade FE Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Year FE Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Class FE Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Mean of Y Variable 0.35 0.32 -0.00 -0.00 9.92 10.00
F-statistics 3.43 1.12 1.03 1.05 1.21 0.30
P-value of the F-model  0.02 0.34 0.38 0.37 0.31 0.83

Notes: All estimates in each column are generated from the same regression. The table reports OLS
estimates from separate regressions of each of the remaining teacher characteristics on all student pre-
assignment characteristics and class size, separately by student gender. Estimated effects for female
students are shown in column (1) and for male students in column (2).
characteristics are prior test scores, and age. The remaining teacher characteristics are the following:
a teacher’s gender (1=female), a teacher previous year quality (measured by previous year’s value
added), and experience (measured by how many times a teacher teaches in the whole sample period
2003-2011). All regressions include class fixed effects, year fixed effects and grade fixed effects. Robust
standard errors clustered at the class level are reported in parentheses.

A student’s pre-assignment



Table A4: Effect of 12" Grade Teacher Bias on National Exam Score in 11" Grade

Panel A: All Subjects

Sample Size

Panel B: Core Subjects

Sample Size

Panel C: Classics Subjects

Sample Size

Panel D: Science Subjects

Sample Size

Panel E: Exact Science Subjects

Sample Size

Subject FE

Year FE

School FE

Class FE
School-by-Subject-by-Year FE

Boys
(1) 2) B @

0.189 -0.032 -0.016 -0.072
(0.260)  (0.234)  (0.248)  (0.358)
15,932 15,932 15,932 15,908
0.368  0.190 -0.024 -0.095
(0.260)  (0.234)  (0.248)  (0.358)
5,438 5,438 5438 5,434
0.100  -0.040 -0.035 -1.011
(0.445)  (0.401)  (0.374)  (1.042)
2,517 2517 2,517 2,389
0.864 0.780  0.833  1.524
(0.445)  (0.401)  (0.374)  (1.042)
3,607 3,607 3,607 3,522
0.061 -0.082 0.028 -0.314
(0.279)  (0.263)  (0.288)  (0.403)
9,606 9,606 9,606 9,548

v v v

v v v

v

v

v

Girls

(5) (6) (7) (8)
-0.022 -0.111 0.171 0.262
(0.223)  (0.196)  (0.210)  (0.325)
18,712 18,712 18,712 18,670
0.160  0.052 -0.262 0.274
(0.223)  (0.196)  (0.210)  (0.325)
6,763 6,763 6,763 6,756
-0.346  -0.436 -0.219 0.174
0.277)  (0.249)  (0.256)  (0.467)
8,760 8,760 8,760 8,745
0.297 0.159  0.530 -0.309
(0.277)  (0.249)  (0.256)  (0.467)
4,370 4,370 4,370 4,268
0.201 0.016 0.492  0.892
(0.295)  (0.264)  (0.269)  (0.605)
5,374 5374 5374 5,246

v v v

v v v

v

v

v

Notes: The datasets for the core subjects and each of the track subjects include stacked observations for each subject/exam. The estimation is based
on the sample of 21 schools. Each row presents estimates from a separate regression using an empirical Bayes estimation strategy. The standard errors
are reported in parentheses and are corrected using a two-step bootstrapping method. This process of two-step bootstrap sampling and estimation
is repeated 1,000 times. All specifications include the teacher’s gender as control. A student’s 11" grade subject-specific national exam performance
is used as an outcome. The variable of interest is the teacher gender bias in 12" grade. The first panel includes all subjects. The second panel
includes all core subjects. Panel C includes all classics track subjects. Panel D includes all science track subjects. Panel E includes all exact science

track subjects. Standard errors are also clustered by class.



Table A5: Effect of 12" Grade Teacher Bias on School Exam Score in 11** Grade

Boys Girls
(1) (2) 3) @) (5) (6) (7) (8)

Panel A: All Subjects

0.368  0.166  0.015 -0.130 0.112  0.067 0.025 -0.014

(0.169)  (0.131)  (0.134)  (0.236) (0.122)  (0.111)  (0.125)  (0.185)
Sample Size 16,126 16,126 16,126 16,102 18,955 18,955 18,955 18,913
Panel B: Core Subjects

0.172  0.042 -0.184 -0.158 -0.016 -0.021 -0.280 -0.028

(0.208)  (0.182)  (0.179)  (0.242) (0.164)  (0.153)  (0.175)  (0.188)
Sample Size 5,438 5,438 5438 5,434 6,763 6,763 6,763 6,756
Panel C: Classics Subjects

0.137  0.001  -0.091 -0.757 -0.081 -0.078 -0.029  0.062

(0.273)  (0.229)  (0.217)  (0.737) (0.168)  (0.158)  (0.174)  (0.284)
Sample Size 2,559 2559 2,559 2431 8,882 8,882 8,882 8,867
Panel D: Science Subjects

0.513 0.382  0.042  0.360 0.133  0.094 -0.087 -0.354

(0.226)  (0.219)  (0.254)  (0.527) (0.169)  (0.162)  (0.193)  (0.445)
Sample Size 3,680 3,680 3,680 3,595 4453 4453 4453 4,351
Panel E: Exact Science Subjects

0.279  0.123  0.048 -0.397 0.192 0.039  0.058 -0.263

(0.187)  (0.148)  (0.150)  (0.276) (0.165)  (0.131)  (0.135)  (0.338)
Sample Size 9,685 9,685 9,685 9,627 5412 5412 5412 5,284
Subject FE v v v v v v
Year FE v v v v v v
School FE v v
Class FE v v
School-by-Subject-by-Year FE v v

Notes: The datasets for the core subjects and each of the track subjects include stacked observations for each subject/exam. The estimation is
based on the sample of 21 schools. Each row presents estimates from a separate regression using an empirical Bayes estimation strategy. The
standard errors are reported in parentheses and are corrected using a two-step bootstrapping method. This process of two-step bootstrap sampling
and estimation is repeated 1,000 times. All specifications include the teacher’s gender as control. A student’s 11** grade second-semester school
exam performance is used as an outcome. The variable of interest is the teacher gender bias in 12" grade. The first panel includes all subjects. The
second panel includes all core subjects. Panel C includes all classics track subjects. Panel D includes all science track subjects. Panel E includes all
exact science track subjects. Standard errors are also clustered by class.



Table A6: Effect of 11** Grade Teacher Bias on National Test Scores in 12" Grade for STEM and non-STEM subjects

Dependent Variable: Test score in 1

2th

grade national exams

Panel A: STEM Subjects

Sample Size

Panel B: Non-STEM Subjects

Sample Size

Subject FE

Year FE

School FE

Class FE
School-by-Subject-by-Year FE

Boys

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

0.162
(0.044)

9,000

0.033
(0.060)

3,274

0.120
(0.041)

9,000

0.135
(0.055)

3,274

SNENEN

0.178
(0.044)

9,000

0.197
(0.066)

3,274

0.113
(0.062)

8,992

0.117
(0.068)

3,248

v

Girls

®)

(6)

0.045
(0.038)

9,425

-0.159
(0.046)

5,588

-0.017
(0.037)

9,425

-0.025
(0.044)

5,588

SNENEN

-0.085
(0.042)

9,425

-0.030
(0.048)

5,588

-0.011
(0.052)

9,410

-0.203
(0.062)

5,586

v

Notes: As non-STEM subjects we have grouped together all non-STEM subjects in the core (modern Greek and history) and all subjects
in the classics track. As STEM subjects we have grouped together all STEM subjects in the core (Physics, Algebra and Geometry) and all
subjects in the science and exact science tracks. The estimation is based on the sample of 21 schools. Each row presents estimates from
a separate regression using an empirical Bayes estimation strategy. The standard errors are also corrected using a two-step bootstrapping
method that we describe in the text. This process of two-step bootstrap sampling and estimation is repeated 1,000 times. All specifications
include the students’ 11" second-semester school exam performance and the teacher’s gender as controls. All scores are standardized z-scores.
STEM subjects include algebra, geometry, physics from the core, and all science and exact science track subjects. Non-STEM subjects include
history, and modern Greek from the core, and all classics track subjects. Standard errors are clustered by class.



Table A7: Descriptive Statistics for the Teacher Bias by Teacher Gender, Sample of 21 Schools

Male Teachers Female Teachers
Mean Std.Dev Mean Std.Dev Diff. s.e.
1) ) ®) (4) (5) (6)

Panel A: 11" Grade
I. Core Subjects

Algebra -0.155 0.228 -0.073 0.307 -0.081 0.045
Geometry -0.212 0.215 -0.076 0.308 -0.136 0.046
History -0.185 0.354 -0.080 0.380 -0.105 0.061
Modern Greek -0.150 0.402 -0.060 0.303 -0.090 0.065
Physics -0.149 0.223 -0.163 0.315 0.014 0.044

II. Classics Track

Ancient Greek -0.216 0.440 -0.305 0.428 0.089 0.134
Latin -0.137 0.365 -0.183 0.419 0.046 0.119
Philosophy -0.170 0.389 -0.153 0.411 -0.018 0.124

ITI. Science Track

Chemistry -0.154 0.203 -0.079 0.306 -0.075 0.100
Mathematics -0.148 0.175 -0.006 0.291 -0.143 0.084
Physics -0.035 0.242 -0.039 0.302 0.004 0.094

IV. Exact Science Track

Mathematics -0.149 0.236 -0.045 0.286 -0.104 0.091
Physics -0.154 0.404 -0.144 0.239 -0.010 0.102
Technology and Computers -0.318 0.191 -0.250 0.385 -0.068 0.118

Panel B: 12" Grade
I. Core Subjects

Biology -0.035 0.526 -0.211 0.487 0.175 0.070
History -0.238 0.366 -0.203 0.367 -0.035 0.064
Mathematics -0.159 0.281 -0.153 0.363 -0.007 0.047
Modern Greek -0.153 0.351 -0.132 0.292 -0.022 0.040
Physics -0.156 0.235 -0.187 0.356 0.031 0.055

II. Classics Track

Ancient Greek -0.154 0.455 -0.186 0.394 0.031 0.088
History -0.192 0.360 -0.244 0.381 0.053 0.080
Latin -0.192 0.453 -0.196 0.397 0.004 0.097
Literature -0.181 0.408 -0.251 0.382 0.070 0.087

III. Science Track

Biology 0.068 0.296 -0.287 0.409 0.355 0.155
Chemistry -0.254 0.582 -0.181 0.347 -0.073 0.163
Mathematics -0.222 0.218 -0.261 0.421 0.039 0.139
Physics -0.274 0.239 -0.309 0.262 0.035 0.094

IV. Exact Science Track

Business Administration -0.167 0.459 -0.130 0.516 -0.037 0.100
Computer Science -0.153 0.418 -0.209 0.526 0.056 0.106
Mathematics -0.061 0.383 -0.191 0.358 0.131 0.081
Physics -0.129 0.311 -0.191 0.308 0.062 0.070
V. Optional

Economics -0.122 0.329 -0.041 0.457 -0.081 0.049

This table presents the means, standard deviations and differences of teacher biases measured in all other classes by teacher
gender for the sample of 21 schools. These teacher biases by teacher gender are presented for each subject in 11" and 12"
grades. A teacher sample is used here. A negative bias means that the teacher is pro-girl. The baseline sample is 11*" grade
students in 2003-2005 and 12*" grade students in 2003-2011.



Table A8: Heterogeneity in the Effect of 11** Grade Gender Bias on Blind 12 Grade Score by the
Gender of the Teacher

Dependent Variable: Blind score in 12! grade national exams

Boys Girls
1) 2) () (4) (%) (6) (7) ®)
All Subjects
Bias 0.092 0.056 0.054 0.059 0.005 -0.027  -0.116 0.052
(0.046)  (0.045)  (0.045)  (0.063) (0.043)  (0.041)  (0.041)  (0.060)
Bias x Female Teacher -0.044 0.016 0.026 0.069 -0.124 -0.071 0.042  -0.241
(0.065)  (0.064)  (0.061)  (0.091) (0.062)  (0.061)  (0.059)  (0.088)
Female Teacher -0.018  -0.006  -0.003  -0.009 -0.019 0.002  -0.015 0.028
(0.013)  (0.013) (0.012)  (0.027) (0.012)  (0.012) (0.011)  (0.025)
Sample Size 18,503 18,503 18,503 18,474 21,119 21,119 21,119 21,111
Core Subjects
Bias 0.085 0.032 0.030 0.060 0.063 -0.006  -0.110  0.065
(0.051)  (0.053)  (0.053)  (0.063) (0.049)  (0.050)  (0.050)  (0.060)
Bias x Female Teacher 0.013 0.104 0.073 0.082 -0.191 -0.093 0.023  -0.233
(0.075)  (0.077)  (0.076)  (0.091) (0.072)  (0.074)  (0.077)  (0.088)
Female Teacher -0.040 -0.032  -0.027 -0.010 -0.026 -0.007  -0.022 0.027
(0.017)  (0.017)  (0.015)  (0.028) (0.014)  (0.014)  (0.013)  (0.025)
Sample Size 12,407 12,407 12,407 12,407 14,979 14,979 14,979 14,977
Classics Subjects
Bias -0.205  -0.003  -0.066  -0.029 -0.265 -0.015  -0.142  -0.089
(0.120)  (0.108)  (0.095)  (0.149) (0.092)  (0.084) (0.086)  (0.143)
Bias x Female Teacher 0.280 0.123 0.246 0.177 0.111 -0.098 0.129 -0.164
(0.138)  (0.125)  (0.111)  (0.178) (0.109)  (0.100)  (0.099)  (0.168)
Female Teacher 0.010 0.057 0.003 0.037 -0.004 0.035  -0.011  -0.025
0.027)  (0.027)  (0.022)  (0.045) (0.022)  (0.021) (0.018)  (0.039)
Sample Size 3,679 3,679 3,679 3,679 7,226 7,226 7,226 7,224
Science Subjects
Bias 0.123 0.060 0.105 0.069 0.132 0.047  -0.094  0.117
(0.052)  (0.053)  (0.054)  (0.068) (0.048)  (0.049)  (0.050)  (0.067)
Bias x Female Teacher 0.006 0.100 0.045 0.047 -0.160 -0.064  0.010  -0.162
(0.085)  (0.088)  (0.094)  (0.118) (0.088)  (0.087)  (0.093)  (0.115)
Female Teacher -0.040 -0.033  -0.007  -0.030 -0.021 0.000  -0.023 0.067
(0.019)  (0.020)  (0.020)  (0.035) (0.017)  (0.017)  (0.018)  (0.031)
Sample Size 10,994 10,994 10,994 10,992 11,794 11,794 11,794 11,792
FExact Science Subjects
Bias 0.127 0.072 0.084 0.069 0.082 0.023  -0.103 0.115
(0.053)  (0.052)  (0.055)  (0.068) (0.051)  (0.052) (0.053)  (0.067)
Bias x Female Teacher -0.126 -0.051 0.005 0.049 -0.124 -0.055 0.018 -0.161
(0.083)  (0.083)  (0.090)  (0.118) (0.088)  (0.086)  (0.090)  (0.115)
Female Teacher -0.052  -0.037  -0.023  -0.031 -0.036 0.014  -0.023 0.068
(0.017)  (0.018)  (0.017)  (0.035) (0.017)  (0.017)  (0.018)  (0.031)
Sample Size 13,113 13,113 13,113 13,113 12,011 12,011 12,011 12,007
Subject FE v v v v v v
Year FE v v v v v v
School FE v v
Class FE v v
School-by-Subject-by-Year FE v v

Notes: Each row presents estimates from a separate regression using an empirical Bayes estimation strategy. The
standard errors are corrected using a two-step bootstrapping method. The process of two-step bootstrap sampling
and estimation is repeated 1,000 times. All specifications include the students’ 11** grade first-semester score as a
control. All scores are standardized z-scores. The first panel “Core Subjects” includes all core subjects. The second
panel “Classics Subjects” includes relevant exams from the core (history and modern Greek) and all the classics track
subjects. The third panel “Science Subjects” includes relevant exams from the core (algebra, geometry and physics)
and all the science track subjects. The fourth panel “Exact Science Subjects” includes relevant exams from the core
(algebra, geometry and physics) and all the exact science track subjects. All specifications include the students’ 11**
grade first-semester test scores as controls.



Table A9: Heterogeneity in the Effect of 11" Grade Gender Bias on Blind 12t Grade
Score by the Gender of the Principal

Dependent Variable: Blind score in 12" grade national exams

Boys Girls
(1) (2)
All Subjects
Bias 0.051 -0.075
(0.058) (0.047)
Bias x Female Principal 0.048 0.074
(0.076) (0.068)
Female Principal 0.037 0.031
(0.026) (0.022)
Sample Size 12,881 15,376
Core Subjects
Bias 0.047 -0.036
(0.069) (0.057)
Bias x Female Principal 0.121 0.079
(0.091) (0.079)
Female Principal 0.013 -0.001
(0.026) (0.021)
Sample Size 8,805 11,074
Classics Subjects
Bias -0.007 -0.173
(0.089) (0.063)
Bias x Female Principal 0.123 0.058
(0.139) (0.108)
Female Principal 0.104 0.107
(0.043) (0.034)
Sample Size 2,689 5,297
Science Subjects
Bias 0.112 0.147
(0.079) (0.73)
Bias x Female Principal 0.039 -0.024
(0.098) (0.098)
Female Principal -0.012 -0.067
(0.027) (0.023)
Sample Size 7,633 8,561
Exact Science Subjects
Bias 0.143 0.086
(0.077) (0.068)
Bias x Female Principal -0.081 -0.007
(0.098) (0.097)
Female Principal 0.004 -0.039
(0.027) (0.024)
Sample Size 9,099 8,823
Subject FE v v
Year FE v v

Notes: Each panel presents estimates from a separate regression using an empirical Bayes estimation
strategy. Standard errors are clustered using a two-step bootstrapping method. All specifications
include the students’ first-semester test score in grade 11 as a control. All scores are standardized
z-scores. The first panel “All Subjects” includes all subjects from the core and the tracks. The second
panel “Core Subjects” includes all core subjects. The third panel “Classics Subjects” includes relevant
exams from the core (history and modern Greek) and all the classics track subjects. The fourth panel
“Science Subjects” includes relevant exams from the core (algebra, geometry and physics) and all the
science track subjects. The firth panel “Exact Science Subjects” includes relevant exams from the
core (algebra, geometry and physics) and all the exact science track subjects.
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Table A10: Effect of Teacher Gender Bias on the Quality of the Program Students Enrolled In

Boys Girls
(1) (2) (3) (4)
Rank Stand Rank Rank  Stand Rank
Bias in All Subjects 1.693 0.059 -1.841 -0.064
(0.943) (0.033) (0.808) (0.028)
Sample Size 8,452 8,452 10,125 10,125
Bias in Core Subjects 1.258 0.043 -3.305 -0.114
(1.034) (0.036) (0.939) (0.032)
Sample Size 4,986 4,986 6,053 6,053
Bias in Classics Subjects 2.583 0.090 0.201 0.007
(1.740) (0.061) (1.527) (0.053)
Sample Size 2,668 2,668 4,134 4,134
Bias in Science Subjects 0.478 0.017 -2.009 -0.069
(1.320)  (0.046)  (1.203)  (0.041)
Sample Size 3,637 3,637 4,342 4,342
Bias in Exact Science Subjects  1.246 0.043 -1.221 -0.042
(1.536)  (0.053)  (1.211)  (0.042)
Sample Size 4,264 4,264 4,199 4,199
Year FE v v v v
Subject FE v v v v
Grade FE v v v v
Class FE v v v v

Notes: Year 2003 is excluded from the analysis, as it is used to calculate the quality measures for the

post-secondary program students enroll in. “Rank” represents the ranking of each post-secondary
program based on the 2003 threshold score for each university department. This is calculated as the
admission score of the last admitted/marginal student. “Stand Rank” is the standardized measure
of “Rank” which is normalised to have a zero mean and a standard deviation of 1. We assign this
measure of program quality to the relevant post-secondary programs and drop the year 2003 from
the regressions. We then look at the effects of teacher biases on student quality of enrolled post-
secondary program. All specifications include the students’ first semester 11" grade performance
and the teacher’s gender as controls. All estimates are adjusted for the empirical Bayes technique.
Standard errors are adjusted using a two-step bootstrapping technique.
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Table A11: Summary Statistics for Sample Used to Estimate Value-Added Models

Mean Std.Dev Min Max

(1) (2) (3) (4)

Student Characteristics

Born in the First Quarter of Birth Year (Yes=1) 0.238 0.426 0 1
Gender (Female=1) 0.576 0.494 0 1
Test Scores (s.d.) -0.045 0.995 -2.937 3.608
Proportion of Students in Classics 0.391 0.488 0 1
Proportion of Students in Science 0.174 0.379 0 1
Proportion of Students in Exact Science 0.435 0.496 0 1
Lagged Test Scores (s.d) 0.025 0.963 -4.365 3.807
No.of Subject-School Combinations per Student 10.044 5.233 1 22
Missing Lagged Test Scores 0.041 0.198 0 1

Class/School /Neighborhood Characteristics

Class Size 18.818 3.761 4 25
School Grade Enrollment Size 62.170 28.504 4 104
Neighorhood Income (in Euro) 19,718.846 3,794.528 12,265.880 26,586.330
Urban Locality (yes=1) 0.781 0.414 0 1

Teacher Characteristics
Teacher Gender (Female=1) 0.337 0.473 0 1
No.of other Classes a Teacher Taught (Experience) 6.529 5.582 1 22

Notes: All statistics reported are for the sample used in estimating the baseline TVA model. This sample includes only students
who have non-missing baseline controls. Student data are from the administrative records of 21 schools in Greece. The sample period
of 2003-2005 is used to obtain the TVA estimates. All test scores are standardized. Summary statistics (number of observations,
mean, s.d., min., and max.) for the baseline variables are reported in the table. Outcome test scores are measured in 11" and 12t"
grade and the prior test scores are measured in 10*" and 11** grade. The variables are weighted by the number of students in the
school-year-class-subject-year cell. Only the “Number of other Classes a Teacher Taught” is weighted by the number of teachers in
the school-year-class-subject-year cell. The age is measured in years for students the day they start the 11" or 12" grade class. Born
in the First Quarter of Birth Year is a dummy that takes the value of one if a student is born in the first quarter of the calendar
year, and zero otherwise. Students who are born in the first quarter of the calendar year are eligible to enroll a year earlier in the
1°* grade. There are three tracks available: classics, science or exact science. The school grade enrollment size denotes the number
of 11*" or 12" graders in a given school and year. The number of subject-school combinations per student is the number of subjects
that students take. Each student takes on average 10 subjects. When prior test scores are missing, we set the prior score equal to 0
and include an indicator for missing data. On average, 6 percent of lagged scores are missing. The total number of observations used
here is 50,970. In the last panel that reports teachers’ characteristics, a class corresponds to a subject-class-year-grade cell.
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Table A12: Comparisons of Mean Teacher Value Added for Pro-Boys, Neutral, and Pro-Girls Teachers

(1) (2) (3)

Neutral Pro-Boy Difference

/sd /sd /se
Panel A
Teacher Value Added 0.035 -0.006 0.041
0.147 0.154 0.020
N 99 132 231
Neutral Pro-Girl Difference
/sd /sd /se
Panel B
Teacher Value Added 0.035 -0.045 0.080
0.147 0.204 0.023
N 99 187 286

Notes: We pool data on test scores for 11** and 12*" grades for the period 2003-2005. The TVA measures are
derived following the procedure described in the text. Pro-boy teachers exhibit bias larger than or equal to 0.10.
Pro-girl teachers exhibit bias smaller than or equal to -0.10. We define as neutral teachers who exhibit bias that
is larger than -0.10 and smaller than or equal to 0.10. The teacher bias measures are derived as the average
bias across subjects, grades and classes a teacher exhibits in the 2006-2011 sample. Our sample includes only
students who have non-missing baseline controls to estimate the TVA model. Our baseline TVA model controls
for a rich set of student demographics and other variables, as well as teacher, class, and school level variables. In
particular, our baseline TVA model controls for a student’s gender, age, a dummy whether the student is born in
the first quarter of a calendar year, his/her lagged performance in the same subject, class size, school-level-grade
enrollment, a dummy that takes the value of 1 if the teacher is female and 0 otherwise, how many classes each
teacher taught in the sample (our proxy for a teacher’s experience), students’ average performance in all other
classes taught by the same teacher in the sample and neighborhood income. When the prior test score is missing,
we set the prior score equal to 0 and include an indicator for missing data. In Panel A, we compare the mean
TVA of teachers who are neutral (column 1) to the mean TVA of teachers who are pro-boy (column 2). The
related standard deviations are reported below the means. Column 3 reports the difference of the means and
the respective standard error. In Panel B, we compare the mean TVA of teachers who are neutral (column 1) to
the mean TVA of teachers who are pro-girl (column 2). The related standard deviations are reported below the
means. Column 3 reports the difference of the means and the standard error.
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Table A13: Correlations Between Teacher Bias And Teacher Quality (TVA) for Pro-Girl and
Pro-Boy Teachers (Spline Variables)

Dependent Variable: Teacher Quality (Measured by TVA)

(1) (2)

3)

(4)

Spline for Pro-Girls Teachers  0.040 0.039 0.041 0.042
(0.028) (0.029) (0.029) (0.030)
Spline for Pro-Boys Teachers -0.021  -0.020 -0.019 -0.021
(0.022) (0.022) (0.022) (0.022)
Female Teacher 0.011 0.011 0.011
(0.011) (0.011) (0.011)
Class Size -0.002  -0.002
(0.002) (0.002)
Experience -0.001
(0.002)
Obs. 418 418 418 418
Year FE v v v v
School FE v v v v
Grade FE v v v v

The “Spline for Pro-Girl Teachers” takes the actual negative teacher bias
values, and the value of zero for the positive ones. The “Spline for Pro-
Boy Teachers” takes the actual positive teacher bias values, and the value
zero for the negative ones. The teacher gender bias measures the average
bias a teacher exhibits in different subjects and classes in the 2006-2011
sample. We include the two splines simultaneously in the regression.
The outcome variable is the teacher value-added derived using the 2003-
2005 sample and is described in detail in the text. “Teacher experience”
measures the different combination of classes and subjects a teacher has
taught in 11** and 12*" grades in the sample period 2003-2011. Standard
errors are clustered by school and year and are reported in parentheses.
The empirical Bayes estimates of teacher gender biases are used.
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Table A14: Comparisons of Mean Teacher Value Added for Pro-Boys, Neutral, and Pro-Girls Teachers
(Measured by TVA on Enrolled Program Quality)

(1) (2) (3)

Neutral Pro-Boy Difference

/sd /sd /se
Panel A
Teacher Value Added 1.685 -0.979 2.665
9.525 9.503 1.542
N 67 88 155
Neutral Pro-Girl Difference
/sd /sd /se
Panel B
Teacher Value Added 1.685 -1.480 3.165
9.525 9.771 1.467
N 67 125 192

Notes: Year 2003 is excluded from the analysis, since it is used to define the quality of the enrolled university
degree program. We pool data on test scores for 11*" and 12" grades for the period 2004-2005. The TVA measures
are derived following the procedure described in the text. Pro-boy teachers exhibit bias larger than or equal to
0.10. Pro-girl teachers exhibit bias smaller than or equal to -0.10. We define as neutral teachers who exhibit bias
that is larger than -0.10 and smaller than or equal to 0.10. The teacher bias measures are derived as the average
bias across subjects, grades and classes a teacher exhibits in the 2006-2011 sample. Our sample includes only
students who have non-missing baseline controls to estimate the TVA model. Our baseline TVA model controls
for a rich set of student demographics and other variables, as well as teacher, class, and school level variables. In
particular, our baseline TVA model controls for a student’s gender, age, a dummy whether the student is born in
the first quarter of a calendar year, his/her lagged performance in the same subject, class size, school-level-grade
enrollment, a dummy that takes the value of 1 if the teacher is female and 0 otherwise, how many classes each
teacher taught in the sample (our proxy for a teacher’s experience), students’ average performance in all other
classes taught by the same teacher in the sample and neighborhood income. When the prior test score is missing,
we set the prior score equal to 0 and include an indicator for missing data. In Panel A, we compare the mean
TVA of teachers who are neutral (column 1) to the mean TVA of teachers who are pro-boy (column 2). The
related standard deviations are reported below the means. Column 3 reports the difference of the means and
the respective standard error. In Panel B, we compare the mean TVA of teachers who are neutral (column 1) to
the mean TVA of teachers who are pro-girl (column 2). The related standard deviations are reported below the
means. Column 3 reports the difference of the means and the standard error.
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Table A15: Correlations Between Teacher Gender Bias And Teacher Quality (Measured by TVA
on Enrolled Program Quality)

Dependent Variable: Teacher Quality (Measured by TVA)

(1) (2) 3) (4)

Pro-Girl Teacher Indicator -0.586  -0.601  -0.607 -0.553
(0.816) (0.807) (0.809) (0.786)

Pro-Boy Teacher Indicator  0.171 0.170 0.212 0.260
(0.677) (0.680) (0.688) (0.688)

Female Teacher -0.151  -0.198 -0.160
(0.707)  (0.693) (0.687)
Class Size -0.174  -0.184
(0.156) (0.158)
Experience -0.068
(0.068)
Obs. 279 279 279 279
Year FE v v v v
School FE v v v v
Grade FE v v v v

Notes: Year 2003 is excluded from the analysis, since it is used to define
the quality of the enrolled university degree program. The “Pro-Girl
Teacher Indicator” takes the value of one if the teacher exhibits a bias
that is smaller than or equal to -0.10. The “Pro-Boy Teacher Indicator”
takes the value of one if the teacher exhibits a bias that is above 0.10.
We define as neutral teachers those who have a bias that is larger
than -0.10 and smaller than or equal to 0.10. The omitted category
in the regression is neutral teachers. The teacher bias is calculated
in the sample period of 2006-2011. The outcome variable is the TVA
derived using the 2003-2005 sample and described in the text. “Teacher
experience” measures the different combination of classes and subjects
a teacher has taught in 11" and 12*" grades in the sample period 2003-
2011. The empirical Bayes estimates of teacher gender biases are used.
Standard errors are clustered by school and year and are reported in
parentheses.
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Figure Al: Distribution of Teacher Gender Bias in 11** and 12** Grade, Sample of 21 Schools
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Notes: Panels A and B show the teacher-class level distribution of bias based on all classes (including
the own) in grades 11*" and 12", respectively. We use data for the sample period 2003-2011. The teacher
bias in all classes that a teacher taught is measured as the average bias that a teacher exhibited in all
classes she/he ever taught in the sample period 2003-2011 in each grade.
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Figure A2: Histograms of the Bias Measured in All Classes in Core and Track Subjects in

th
11*" Grade
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Notes: This figure presents a teacher-class level distribution of bias based on all classes (including the
own) for core and track subjects. In 11*" grade the core subjects taught are: modern Greek, history,
physics, algebra and geometry. There are the following tracks in 11*" grade: Classics, Science and
Exact Science. In the classics track the 11** grade subjects are: ancient Greek, philosophy and Latin;
in the science track: mathematics, physics, chemistry, and in the exact science track: mathematics,
physics and technology and computers. The mean (s.d.) of the teacher-level measure of the gender
bias based on all classes is -0.123 (0.418), -0.166 (0.514), -0.029 (0.502) and -0.065 (0.516) in core,
classics track, science track, and exact classics track subjects, respectively.
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Figure A3: Histograms of the Bias Measured in All Classes in Core and Track Subjects in

th
12" Grade
Core Subjects, 12th grade Classics Track Subjects, 12th grade
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Notes: This figure presents a teacher-class level distribution of bias based on all classes (including
the own) for core and track subjects. In 12" grade the core subjects taught are: modern Greek,
history, physics, biology and mathematics. There are the following tracks in 12" grade: Classics,
Science and Exact Science. In the classics track the 12" grade subjects are: ancient Greek, Latin,
literature and history; in the science track: biology, mathematics, physics and chemistry, and in the
exact science track: mathematics, physics, business administration and computer science. The mean
(s.d.) of the teacher-level measure of the gender bias based on all classes is -0.139 (0.491), -0.197
(0.478), -0.197 (0.472) and -0.171 (0.430) in core, classics track, science track, and exact classics track
subjects, respectively.
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Figure A4: Evolution of Teacher Bias, All, Male and Female Teachers who Teach 8
or 9 Years in the Sample
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Notes: We calculate the annual bias across subjects and classes for all teachers in the
sample. We then plot the evolution of teacher bias for male and female teachers who teach
8 or 9 years in the sample. We consider years from 2003 up to and including 2011.



Figure A5: Proportion of University Students Enrolled By University Field of
Studies, Sample of 21 schools

Proportion of Enrolled Students by Field of Study and Year
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Notes: This figure presents the proportion of enrolled students in each field of university
study and year. We consider four broad categories: humanities, science, social science and
exact science. The remaining students enroll in vocational studies. Humanities include
the departments of liberal Arts, literature, psychology, journalism, philosophy, education,
Greek language, history, foreign languages, home economics and law. Social Science in-
cludes the departments of economics, statistics, business and management, accounting,
political science and European studies. Exact Science includes the departments of math-
ematics, engineering, physics and computer science. Science includes the departments of

biology, chemistry, medicine, pharmacy, vetergnary studies and dentistry.



Figure A6: Proportion of University Students Enrolled By Field of Studies and By
Gender, Sample of 21 schools
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Notes: The top figure presents the proporti%% of enrolled boys (out of enrolled students)
in each field of university study and year. The bottom figure presents the proportion of
enrolled girls (out of enrolled students) in each field of university study and year. We
consider four broad categories: humanities, science, social science and exact science.



Figure A7: Proportion of University Students Enrolled in STEM by Subject,
Sample of 21 schools
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Notes: This figure presents the proportion of enrolled students in each stem field and
year. We use the following five broad fields: mathematics, engineering, physics, computer
science and architecture.
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Figure A8: Proportion of University Students in STEM fields by Gender, Sample of
21 schools
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Notes: The top figure presents the proportion of enrolled boys in each STEM field and
year. The bottom figure presents the proportion of enrolled girls in each STEM field and
year. Five broad fields are used: mathematics, engineering, physics, computer science and
architecture.



Figure A9: Evolution of Teacher Gender Bias by School Track, Sample of 21 Schools
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Notes: The 11*" grade bias in Classics is the average bias in ancient Greek, philosophy
and Latin. The 11*" grade bias in Science”fs the average bias in mathematics, physics
and chemistry. The 11%" grade bias in Exact Science is the average bias in mathematics,
physics and computer science. The 12¢* grade bias in Classics is the average bias in ancient
Greek, Latin, literature and history. The 12" grade bias in Science is the average bias in
mathematics, physics, biology and chemistry. The 12" grade bias in Exact Science is the
average bias in mathematics, physics, business administration and computer science. All
teacher biases that are used here are calculated based on all other classes that a teacher
taught in the sample.



Figure A10: Evolution of Teacher Gender Bias by Field of Study, Sample of 21
schools

Average Teacher Bias by Field of Study in 11th grade
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Notes: These figures show the evolution (ove%gcime) of the teacher bias in terms of the fields
of study at the university level. These fields of study include departments in the following
fields: humanities, social science, science and exact science. The 11** grade bias (measured
in all other classes) for humanities and social science departments is the average bias in
modern Greek and history in 11" grade. The 11** grade bias (measured in all other classes)
for Science and Exact Science departments is the average bias in algebra, geometry and
physics in 11" grade. The 12" grade bias (measured in all other classes) for exact science,
science, humanities and social science departments is the bias in mathematics and physics
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Figure A11: Histogram of Teacher Value-Added Measure on the Quality of the
Program Students Enrolled in

.08

.06

Density

.04

.02

0
-40 -30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30 40

Teacher Value Added (on Percentile Rank Post-secondary Program Quality)

Notes: This figure presents the distribution of the TVA measure, which is weighted by the number
of students in the school-year-grade-subject-class year cell. Teacher value-added is measured on the
enrolled university degree quality. The enrolled university degree quality ranges from 0 to 100, which
the value of 100 being assigned to the program of the highest quality. Year 2003 is excluded, as it is
used to calculate the quality measures for the post-secondary program students enroll in. The program
quality is measured as the ranking of each post-secondary program based on the 2003 mean performance
of enrolled students in each post-secondary program. To derive these value-added measures we pool the
11*" and 12" grade data for the years 2004-2005. We use 10** and 11** grade performance as a prior
measure of performance. We follow closely the value-added procedure described in 7. This sample
includes only students who have non-missing baseline controls to estimate the TVA model. TVA is
estimated using the baseline control vector, which includes: lagged own-subject scores, student-level
characteristics including age, gender, a dummy for being born in the first quarter of the birth year,
dummies for whether students expressed a special interest in classics, science or exact science (indicated
by the track they have chosen), class size, school-grade enrollment, income as well as school, year, and
subject dummies. When prior test scores are missing, we set the prior score equal to 0 and include an
indicator for missing data. Student data are from the administrative records of 21 schools in Greece.
The structure of the dataset is one observation per teacher-year-grade-subject-class cell.
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Figure B1: Example of a School Exam Script in a Random School in Academic Year 2005-2006

EAAHNIKH SHMORPATIA
STICYPTERD MALAE EPEYHAT K&l SPFHEKEYMATON

EEETAZOMENO MAGHMA I'ENIKHE ITAIAETAE:
MASHMATIEA KAI ETOIXEIA ETATIZETIKHE

GEMA A:
Al Do oroénzote eowufifocta petalo o svbepopsve A xn B vo exodel®st: 0T 1agDeL
P{AUR) =DP{A) + I(B) Movades 100

Al T opiletm 1 REGT TT X V0 GIVOLDD ¥ AEPITPIGEDY Ty, T2 ... te | (Aovases 6)
Al Mo copainpedoty To KEva &0TE Vo TpoKDveny aknBsis 1G0T TEC

) (x)" = ... . By (puedy = L E = - MMeovabes 9)
OEMA B
Arvermn oovepneny: Fix) = x? — 2x + &, x € R, ™ om0 1 Ypopu] Repestac SEPFETIL aRD T0
ompesn A1, 4.
Bl. No cmoéayfe oma=-3. dovabes 8)
B1. Mo Ppeitz 7o lim, :”—;’ . (Movises §)
B3. Na fpeirs mv eZicmon m); epaxtopsns g Cr oo onusio B2, §2)) . (Movabzs %)
GEMAT:

Amo Tons pebnte eve opodsion to 70% pobarvn Ayyino | o 40°% pofiaive yod oo eva o 20%
poBatver km T foe Yhooses. EXGEyonus Toyoa Beory wafniT o0 oyekaon o Bempoops Te evhEiusve
A: O pebnm; pedatver Ayyiooa km T2 O pefqmg pebenve Taldne . We soppacete kofeva axd o
AOPIKDTE EVGEFOPEVE GUVapTGEL Tav A km I o v Ppeite Tic mBavoTTES TODS .

T1. O podmyg pobeiver pove Tekino . (Movaber )
T2 O pofmmg bev pofarve e oo g 500 PGS . (Movabs: 8)
T3, O pofmmg poferver Teliom 1 bev poberve Ayyaon . (Movabes 9
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EAAHMIKH SHMOKPATLA
STICAYPIERD: MALAE EPEYHAT KA1 SFHEKEYMATON

EZETAZOMENO MAGHMA I'ENIKHE ITAIAEIAE:
MASGHMATIEA KAI ETOIXEIA ETATIETIKHE

BEMA A:
Al Do osmeénmote eowfifasme petals Toug evbepopeva A v B vi exodElSETe 0TL Ua0Er
P{AUB) =DP(a) + P(B) Moviseg 100
A2 Tlm: opileTm 1 pEGT] Tien) X £v0C CIVOLOD ¥ MEpETpNGEnY ty, tx . L, | Afovades 6)
Al No copmiopeboty TR KEVE @0TE VI IpOKiYoTy aknlek 150 TTEC
) (x) = .. B ey = P EN = . Adovabes 9)

BEMARB:

Arvermn cevepneny: fix) = x? — 2y + &, % € R, ™ om0l 1 Ypogu] RRpestac SEFETIL aRd T0
ompssn A1, 4.

Bl. No oroéaie oma=-3. (dovases 8)
Bl N ppeire to lim, 5”—: . (Movases §)
B3. Na fpeire mv elicwon mg epaxzoudms me Crove anusio B2, 1)) - (Mdovdbes 9)
OEMAT:

Amo Towg pebntes eves opoleion to 0% pobara Ayyinod | to 40°% pofenve yod e svi o 20%
pafatvel km Tic fee FAmerEs. ExUEroops Toyma Evry wad 100 Gyokeon Ka BEmpOUHE TR EVREIEVE:
A: O pebno; pefatver Ayyioog km T O pefqmg pebeive Taldnm . We soppecete kofeva axd o
xopmonme evheyopEve orvapTieeL Tan A wm I we ve Ppeite T mB@eoTTES TODS .

I1. O pof pofaiver pove Telinog (Movabs: )
T2 O pefmmg bey pofarve xepa ord g 500 FADGGES . (Movabs: 8)
3. O pofmm pobenve Taliom 1 bev pofanve Ayvyioo . (Movabes )
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Figure B2: Example of a National Exam Script in Academic Year 2005-2006

APXH 1HT FEAIAAT
NEO & JIAAATO SYSTHMA - I HMEPHYITQN

MANEAAAAIKEL ESETAZEIZ
" TAZSHE HMEPHEZIOY FENIKOY AYKEIOY

MAPAZIKEYH 20 MATOY 2016
EZETAZOMENO MAOHMA:
MAGHMATIKA KAI ETOIXEIA ETATIETIKHE TENIKHE MAIAEIAX
EYNOAD ZENIAQGON: TEZXEPIZ(4)

OEMA A

A1, Av Axa A'eivar 800 gupmAnpuwpatikd evdexopeva evog deypankol xwpou 0
va amodeifeTe T yia i mBavoTnTé Toug 1oy 0EL:

P(A")=1-P(A).
Movadeg 7

A2, MNa dwoeTte Tov opiopo ¢ diapéoou (8) evog Beiyparog v Taparnprioswy.
Movadeg 4

A3. ‘Eotw T pia cuvaptnon pe medio opiopol To A M6Te Aépe 6T n guvdpinon |
mapoudiadel Tomikd ehdyioto ata ¥ € A;
Movadeg 4

Ad, Na yapaxtnpicere nig mpordoeic mou akolovBolv, ypdpovrag oro Terpddid oag,
oimAa oTo ypapua mou avTigToiyei oc kaBe mporaan, ™ AfEn lwoTd, av n
mpdracn eivar cworn, 1 AdBog, av np mporacn sivar AavBaopévn.

a) Av A kai B eivar B0o evbexopeva evog deypanikod ywpou O pe ACB,
T6TE y1a Tig MBavéTnTég Toug 1oxbEl P(A) = P(B).

B) O otaBuopévog apiBunmikdg péogog f oTabpikdg pécog eival péTpo
SiaoTopdc.

v) Av ol ouvaptioes T kal @ eival mapaywyioipeg, T6TE 10y lEl 6TI:
(f(x)-g(x)) =" (x)g(x)+f(x)g'(x).

5) To pafdoypoppa ¥pnoigoTolEiTal yia TN ypa@Iikr TapdoTaon Twv TIHWY
piag ToloTIKAG peTapAnTrg.

£) Av pia cuvaptnan T eivan mapaywyiopn o éva Sidotnua A xa 1gyos
f(x)>0 yia kaBe sowTtepikd onueio Tou A, 161 n T eival yvnoiwg
gBivouoa oo A.

Movabeg 10

TEAOZ 1HT ATIO 4 SEAIAES
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APXH 2HY SEATAAT
NEO & JTAAATO SYFTHMA - " HMEPHSTON

OEMA B
3

X
Aiverar n guvdprnan T pe 1omo f(X)=—

3. 2
-= 6x— R.
3 2J-(+)(1,)(E

B1. MNa Bpsite Ta akpéTara Tng ouvdptnancgf .
Movadeg 9

B2. Na PBpeite v eliowon Tng egamiopévng TNG ypagikng TmapdaTacng Tng
guvaptnong T oto onueio g A{0,f(0)).
Movabdeg 8

- fx)-12
B3. MNa umohoyioete To Opio ||mL .
-1 X +1

Movdadeg 8
OEMAT

Metafld Twv olkoyevelwv pe Tpia wabid emAéyoupe Tuyaia pia olkoyéveia kal
efetaloupe Ta Tadid TN wWg Mpog To QUAD KAl Wg TPOG TN CEIpd YEVVNOIG TOUG.

M. MNa mpoodiopioete To deypankd ywpo O Tou MEpdyaTog XPNOIHOTOIWYVTAG £Va
devbpodidypappa.
Movdadeg 4
2. Na mapaoctaBolv pe avaypagn Twv OToIEiwv Toug Ta EvOEXOPEVA TTOU
mpoodlopilovral amd Tnv avrioToiyn 1&16TnTa:

A «To MpwTo Taudi eival kopiTals
B: «o apiBpoc Twv kopitowwy utepfaivel Tov aplBpdé Twv ayopiwve
[z w1a &Uo mpwta maidid gival Tou iGlou plhous.

Movddeg 6
3. YmoBéroupe 6m o Bewypankdc ywpog (O amoteheital amd oomiBava amhd
evOeyOpEva.
a) Na vmrohoyioere Tnv mBavoTnTa Twy TOpaKATW EVEEXOUEVWIV:

A=A[B, E=AUB, Z=T-E.
(povadeg 9 )

B) Na umrohoyioete Tnv miBavoTnTa TWY TApakdTw evBEXoPEVWV:

H: «bev mpaypartomolgital kavéva amd 1a A,B»
©: empaypaTtomoleital akpifpwg éva amd Ta A,Be.

(povabdeg 6 )
Movadeg 15

TEAOE 2HF ATIO 4 SEATAEY
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APXH 3HY SEATAAT
NEO & JTAAATO SYFTHMA - " HMEPHSTON

OEMA A

O1 ypovol (oe AeTrTd) mou ¥peidoTnkav v uTrohoyioTég yia va Tpéfouv Eva Tpoypapuda,
géyouv opadomomnBei oe 4 woomharteic khdoeig whdtoug C, OTWE OTOV TOPAKATW

mivaka :
Xpovog Kevrpikn Twpn | Zuxvotnra
(oe AemrTd) X V;
6. ) 20
[. ) 14 15
L. ) 10
[. ) Vy
IYNOAD V=.
A1.  Na amodeifete 6n1 C=4.
Movdadeg 4
A2, Av n péon mipi Twv xpovwy sivar X=14, va amodeifere 6m V, =D (povadeg 4)
Kdl OTr COUVEXEID vd JETAQEPETE OTOo TETpAdid ocag Tov Tapamdvw Tivakda
kardhinha gupmhnpwpéve (povadec 2).
Movadeg 6
A3, Av ol mapatnproelg eivan opoibpoppa katavepnpéves oe kabe khdon, va Bpeite
moool uTohoyioTEG ¥peidoTnkav TouAdyiotov 9 Aemtda yia va Tpéfouv TO
mpdypappa.
Movddeg 5
Ad. Na amodeifere 0TI n TUMKR amokhion Twy ¥povwyv eival 5=4 kol va efeTdoeTe av
10 GEiypa Twy ¥povwv eival opoloyevEC.
Movddeg 6
A5, AvtikaBiotolpe Tov emefepyacTth kdBe umohoyioThp pe évav Tax0Tepo Kal

Bpiokoupe om kdBe uvmohoyioThg Tpéyel Twpa To Tpoypappa oto 80% Tou
xpovou mou ypelalotav mpiv. Na efeTdoet: w¢ Tpog TRV opoloyéveld  To
kaivoupyio deiypa xpovwy.

Movdadeg 4

TEAOE 3HF ATIO 4 SEATAEY
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APXH 4HF FEATAAT
NEO & JTAAATO ZYITHMA - T HMEPHIION

OAHTIEEL {yia toug efsTalopivouc)

Ito efwyuiho va ypdwete To efetaldopevo pdbnua. Ito eocwpuiho Mavw-
Mdvw va OCUPTANPWOETE Td daTopikd oag¢ oTolXsia. ITnv apyni Twv
amMavTIiCEwWV oOa¢ va ypdweTe WAvw-Tdvw Tnv rnUepounvia kar TO
efeTalopevo pdBnpa. Na pnv avrniypdywete Ta Bépata oto TeTpddio Kal va
pn ypdweTe movbBevd oTIC amavIfoEI{ 0ag To OVopd oag.

MNa ypdweTe TO OVOPATETWVUNS CO¢ OTO TAVW HEPOC TWV PUTOAVTIYPAPUWY,
apécwe pohic oag mapadoBolv. Tuydv onpelwoElg oag Madvw oTa Bépara
Sev Ba pabporoynbolv o kapia wepimTwon. Katd tnv amoxwpnon oacg,
va TapadwoeTe padi pe To TETpAddIO KOl TA PWTOAVTIYpaAPA.

Ma amaviioete ot1o TeETpddi1d ocag oe 6ha Ta Béparta poévo pe pmwhe 1 povo
pe patpo oTuhd pe pehdvi mouw Bev oPrver.

KdaBe amdvinon emioTnpovikd TEKPNPIwPEV Eival amodekTn.

Mapreia efétaong: Tpeig (3) wpeg PETA TN dIavopn TWY QWTOAVTIVRAPLV.
Xpovocg duvarng amoywpnong: 10.30 w_p.

IAY EYXOMAZITE KAAH ENMITYXIA
TEAOE MHNYMATOZX

TEAOY 4HF AJIO 4 FEATAES
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Figure B3: Map of Schools in the Sample

This figure shows the counties with schools that we use in the main analysis.
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