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Motivation 1. ATEs are heterogeneous across countries 4. Study characteristics do not predict heterogeneity
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* Country-level moderators and study designs do not predict it well We test what the conclusions would be with single-country studies:

. , _ _ Sampling remains limited by researchers’ constraints:
Heterogeneity we measure is a lower bound due to site selection .

43% of experiments ran in only one typical country (e.g., US, UK) would

significantly overestimate ATE compared to average
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in 87% of cases * Countries show less variation than broader population of countries they are

1. Country-specific ATEs are heterogeneous, justifying external validity intended to represent (e.g., European countries, democracies)
concerns 3. Typical country-level moderators do not explain heterogeneity

13 out of 25 of the studies include five countries or fewer
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