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Table A.1: Parallel trends

2000 2002 Difference

(1) (2) (1)-(2)

Local program

Outside of target age range 0.24 0.267 -0.027

(0.012) (0.012) (0.017)

In target age range 0.487 0.493 -0.005

(0.015) (0.015) (0.021)

No local program

Outside of target age range 0.251 0.248 0.003

(0.011) (0.011) (0.016)

In target age range 0.421 0.432 -0.010

(0.014) (0.013) (0.019)
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Table A.2: Basic regression results with covariates

Coefficient Std. Error
Local -0.011 (0.012)
Target -0.002 (0.012)
Post -0.027*** (0.009)
Local x Target 0.066*** (0.018)
Post x Local 0.012 (0.014)
Post x Target 0.122*** (0.014)
Post x Local x Target -0.080*** (0.017)
Health status (ref: good)
Poor -0.085*** (0.013)
Fair -0.015* (0.008)
Excellent -0.030*** (0.008)
Unknown -0.470*** (0.010)
Complementary health insurance (ref: private)
Unknown -0.044*** (0.017)
None -0.088*** (0.010)
Public -0.069*** (0.011)
Chronic disease (ref: no)
Has a chronic disease 0.016** (0.007)
Smoker -0.043*** (0.008)
Education (ref: primary or lower)
Junior High school 0.032*** (0.007)
High school 0.037*** (0.007)
University 0.040*** (0.009)
Other 0.002 (0.011)
Occupation (ref: executive)
Farmer -0.036*** (0.013)
Shopkeeper, craftmen -0.025 (0.017)
Intermediary profession 0.009 (0.011)
Employee -0.015 (0.011)
Worker -0.042*** (0.014)
Not working/other -0.078*** (0.017)
Income (ref: 1st quintile)
2nd quintile 0.023** (0.011)
3rd quintile 0.041*** (0.012)
4th quintile 0.060*** (0.010)
5th quintile 0.082*** (0.010)
Unknown 0.007 (0.009)
Rural -0.010 (0.007)
Parisian region 0.013 (0.009)
Age 0.167*** (0.009)
Age squared -0.002*** (0.000)
Aged cubed 0.000*** (0.000)
Radiologist density 0.007*** (0.001)
GP density 0.000 (0.000)
Mortality rate of breast cancer -0.001 (0.002)
Constant -3.418*** (0.171)
Observations 29,296
R-squared 0.340

Notes: ∗ ∗ ∗p < .01; ∗ ∗ p < .05; ∗p < .10
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Table A.3: Percentage of Women Receiving a Mammogram ever by income and education categories

Dépt with no Local Program Dépts with Local Program
A. Differences by Education

Pre-2004 Post-2004 Change Pre-2004 Post-2004 Change
(N = 2,562) (N = 4,806) (N = 2,072) (N = 3,994)

Primary or less 46.25% 63.90% 17.65*** 56.11% 64.16% 8.05***
Middle School 63.21% 70.98% 7.77*** 61.72% 70.66% 8.94***
High School 65.88% 75.49% 9.61*** 64.60% 72.77% 8.17**
University or higher 66.91% 74.22% 7.31** 72.48% 72.31% -0.17

University/Primary or less 1.45 1.16 1.29 1.13

B. Differences by Income
Pre-2004 Post-2004 Change Pre-2004 Post-2004 Change
(N = 1,856) (N = 3,535) (N = 1,492) (N = 2,954)

1st Quintile 52.20% 77.46% 25.26*** 65.33% 74.46% 9.13**
2nd Quintile 60.69% 77.18% 16.49*** 67.77% 79.92% 12.15***
3rd Quintile 73.03% 79.56% 6.53** 79.04% 77.72% -1.32
4th Quintile 77.42% 81.74% 4.32* 77.46% 81.45% 3.99
5th Quintile 78.69% 84.64% 5.95** 78.86% 81.39% 2.53

5th Quintile/1st Quintile 1.51 1.09 1.21 1.09

Notes: We assess if the change is statistically significant using t-tests.

∗ ∗ ∗p < .01; ∗ ∗ p < .05; ∗p < .10
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