Determinants of Women’s Willingness to Pay for Productive Assets

Insights from experimental evidence and machine learning: stingless beekeeping starter kits in oil palm landscapes,
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Under real payment, 95 % of women reject both bids.
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B Households with more earners and substantial
off-farm income have the liquidity to invest.

B Women who see local forests as productive
expect beekeeping to pay off.

B Village and transmigrant effects reflect
structural differences, not individual drivers.

Study area: Kapuas Hulu District (highlighted), West Beekeeping training for women, Kapuas Hulu.
Kalimantan. Source: authors’ own illustration Source: GIZ/GRASS

Conclusion and implications for practice

Pilot under real payment before scaling
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Stated demand overstates real uptake, so test kit demand with real money before rolling out. ( S e A= nehle
Determinants show where to act

Access to finance and extension services raise WTP; women with high WTP are multipliers for kit adoption.
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Beekeeping empowers women - beyond oil palm Abstract and paper

Skills and in-kind support foster inclusion and self-reliance; extended to Dayak communities in Kalimantan, financed by
the Green Climate Fund.




