MICS4 Model Final Report Guidelines:
How to Customize the MICS4 Model Final Report

The primary and immediate objective of the final report is to convey the results of the survey and inform government agencies, non-governmental organizations, other multilateral donors, the press and the general public of the current situation of children and women. The final report is descriptive in nature; however, since a wealth of data will have been collected, it should be seen as a first step towards further analysis.
The model final report is intended to facilitate the production of final reports by countries participating in MICS4 and to ensure the production of comparable reports that can be used easily to draw comparisons between countries. Countries are expected to use the model report for their national final reports, and customize it in accordance with the contents of their surveys.
UNICEF recommends the adoption of the following basic guidelines in the customization of the final reports:
Drafting of the report. The final report should be drafted by the implementing agency/government, with assistance and feedback from the country and regional offices of UNICEF, as well as UNICEF Headquarters. Model reports are available at http://www.childinfo.org/mics4_modelreports.html  to help and guide the writers of the full report or the specific chapters[footnoteRef:1]. [1:  If the model reports are not yet available at above web page, please ask the MICS Regional Coordinator at UNICEF Regional Office] 

Front cover. The front cover of the report should explicitly display the name and logo of the implementing agency and other national agencies/governmental organizations participating in the survey. UNICEF’s name and logo may also be included, although this is not absolutely necessary. The same applies to other international agencies that have supported the survey. However, it is strongly recommended that the MICS4 logo is included on the front cover. 
Cover design. Countries are invited to keep the cover design as precisely as possible. This is of symbolic and practical importance – reports with similar designs from countries around the world are expected to enhance the visibility of MICS4, and emphasize the fact that MICS4 is an internationally comparable survey, conducted within the context of a major global effort. Please visit the following web page for MICS4 final report cover templates in In-Design, Pagemaker and PDF formats http://www.childinfo.org/mics4_modelreports.html 
Customization of content. Countries will customize the model final report in accordance with the contents of their surveys, adding or deleting tables and sections as needed.  It is recommended that countries avoid the inclusion of many additional topics and tables. It is also important to note that the final report is intended to show the findings of the MICS survey; therefore, presentation of tables and analyses based on other data sources should be avoided, except where absolutely needed to strengthen and make sense of the findings of MICS.  In this context, trend analysis is also not recommended, since such analysis requires a different analytical perspective and additional work. Trend analysis means that the quality and comparability of all data sources used in the analysis will be reviewed and ascertained (note that this also applies to using more than one MICS survey for trend analyses). Sampling errors of estimates from different data sources will need to be taken into account all at the same time. Separate, focused and quality time is needed to undertake trend analyses.
Tables and table numbering. Tables are expected to be placed in the text. Please refer to the document titled ‘Guidelines - How to Transfer Tables from SPSS.docx’ to see some guidelines about how to transfer tables from SPSS outputs to your report text.
Table numbers in the text refer to the numbers used in the standard tabulation plan, which includes all MICS4 tables. Countries are required to re-number the tables to be sequential throughout each chapter (from 1 to x), and keep the two letters denoting the section to which the tables belong, depending on the tables included in the report.  For example, in a country where the unmet need module has not been included, table RH.2 will not appear in the report. In this example, Table RH.3 should be renumbered as RH.2, RH.4 renumbered as RH.3 and so on.
Figures. A sample set of figures are provided as part of the model final report. Figures should be placed in the text, and should be used wherever the survey findings might be enhanced by visual representation. Please avoid figures that do not add anything to the survey findings and those that simply repeat what is already obvious in the tables. 
Examples. All examples in the model final report template text are fictional. In some cases, examples are given to indicate how the full interpretation of a table can be handled, including comments on all columns/indicators, by many of the background variables. In many other cases, however, this has not been attempted. In such cases, authors should include descriptions of the findings, starting with the findings that relate to the indicator, and the differentials, followed by information in the table that is used to construct the indicator, and the differentials in these. 
Missing cases and ‘don’t know’ responses. Missing cases and ‘don’t know’ responses are not shown in the tables, with the exception of those tables that include percentage distributions of responses to a question where ‘Don’t know’ responses were explicitly allowed in the questionnaire; in such cases, ‘Don’t know’ categories are shown. In general, however, missing cases and ‘don’t know’ responses should be included in the actual tabulations as separate categories. If the total of ‘missing’ and ‘don’t know’ is less than 5 percent of the denominator, these two categories should be combined into a single category and denoted as ‘Don’t Know/Missing’. For cases when the combination of these two categories is more than 5 percent, then each should be shown on separate columns, and caution should be exercised in the interpretation of the results. These apply to both row (usually background) variables, as well as column (usually indicator) variables.
Minimum numbers of observations for proportions and percentages. For proportions or percentages, the recommended minimum size of the denominator is 25 unweighted cases. A percentage based on an unweighted denominator less than 25 cases should not be shown in the table, while a percentage based on less than 50 cases (25-49) should be shown in parentheses. If a percentage is based on less than 25 unweighted cases for any category of an indicator or background variable, the category may be kept and a ‘(*)’ should be put in place of the percentages. A simplified example is provided below.
Please note that to be able to do this, you will have to run the tabulations both weighted and unweighted in order to determine whether the unweighted denominators are below 50 cases. 
Alternatively, if a specific category is required to be suppressed consistently in many tables because of the low number of cases (i.e., missing cases), the category might be excluded altogether from the tables; in this case, a footnote must be inserted for that variable, indicating that “X number of cases in category Y have been excluded from the table”.  A simplified example is provided below.
There is no need to suppress any cells in Tables HH.3 through HH.5 as the percentages are based on the total number of households, women, men, and under five children. The weighted and unweighted numbers of cases are presented in rows for descriptive purposes.


	Table NU.2: Initial breastfeeding

	Percentage of last-born children in the 2 years preceding the survey who were ever breastfed, percentage who were breastfed within one hour of birth and within one day of birth, and percentage who received a prelacteal feed, Country, Year

	 
	Percentage who were ever breastfed1
	Percentage who were first breastfed:
	Percentage who received a prelacteal feed
	Number of last-born children in the two years preceding the survey

	 
	
	Within one hour of birth2
	 Within one day of birth
	
	

	Mother’s education
	
	
	
	
	 

	None
	(98.4)
	(58.4)
	(86.0)
	(12.7)
	27

	Primary
	97.9
	67.2
	90.0
	12.6
	122

	Secondary+
	97.2
	62.3
	86.4
	12.6
	1040

	Don’t know/Missing
	(*)
	(*)
	(*)
	(*)
	11

	1 MICS indicator 2.4

	2 MICS indicator 2.5

	( ) Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases

	(*) Figures that are based on less than 25 unweighted cases



	Table WS.9: Water and soap at place for handwashing

	Percentage of households where place for hand washing was observed and percentage distribution of households by availability of water and soap at place for hand washing, Country, Year

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	Percentage of households where place for hand washing was observed
	Number of households
	Percent distribution of households where place for handwashing was observed, where:
	Total
	Number of households where place for hand washing was observed

	 
	
	
	Water and soap are available1
	Water is available, soap is not available
	Water is not available, soap is available
	Water and soap are not available
	
	

	Education of household head*
	
	
	
	
	
	
	 

	None
	95.7
	691
	68.1
	30.3
	0.4
	1.1
	100
	661

	Primary
	97.6
	2919
	80.5
	18.3
	0.6
	0.6
	100
	2848

	Lower Secondary
	98.3
	4568
	87.6
	11.9
	0.4
	0.1
	100
	4489

	Upper Secondary
	98
	1904
	92.6
	6.7
	0.7
	0
	100
	1865

	Tertiary
	98.5
	1504
	96
	3.7
	0.3
	0
	100
	1481

	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	 

	Total
	97.9
	11614
	86.6
	12.6
	0.5
	0.3
	100
	11373

	1 MICS indicator 4.5
*29 cases with missing education of household head not shown



Sampling Error Tables. If the value of the indicator is equal to 0.000 or 1.000, then the sampling error values for this indicator should be set as follows:
Standard Error: 0.000
Coefficient of Variation: 0.000
Design effect = NA 
Square Root of Design Effect = NA
NA stands for “Not applicable”. The confidence limits would be calculated automatically by the template as 0.000 – 0.000 and 1.000 – 1.000 respectively for indicators with values 0.000 and 1.000.


If an indicator is based on less than 50 unweighted cases (i.e. “unweighted count” is less than  50), then replace all values with “*”, with the exception of the table reference, weighted and unweighted counts. If the indicator value is 1.0 or 0.0 and, at the same time, the number of unweighted observations is less than 50, then follow the same guidelines above and replace all values with “*”, with the exception of the MICS indicator reference, weighted and unweighted counts. A simplified example is provided below.
10.02.06



	Table SE.3: Sampling errors: Urban areas
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Standard errors, coefficients of variation, design effects (deff), square root of design effects (deft) and confidence intervals for selected indicators,  Country, Year

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	MICS Indicator
	Value (r)
	Standard error (se)
	Coefficient of variation (se/r)
	Design effect (deff)
	Square root of design effect (deft)
	Weighted count
	Unweighted count
	Confidence limits

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	r - 2se
	r + 2se

	HOUSEHOLD MEMBERS

	Use of improved drinking water sources
	4.1
	0.9108
	0.01550
	0.017
	6.186
	2.487
	    4,777 
	2,095
	0.880
	0.942

	Use of improved sanitation facilities
	4.3
	0.9409
	0.00856
	0.009
	2.759
	1.661
	    4,777 
	2,095
	0.924
	0.958

	Secondary school net attendance ratio (adjusted)
	7.5
	0.6406
	0.02019
	0.032
	0.997
	0.998
	       441 
	564
	0.600
	0.681

	Child labour
	8.2
	0.2012
	0.01871
	0.093
	2.636
	1.624
	       932 
	1,211
	0.164
	0.239

	Prevalence of children with at least one parent dead
	9.18
	0.1845
	0.01164
	0.063
	1.999
	1.414
	    1,743 
	2,221
	0.161
	0.208

	School attendance of orphans
	9.19
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	          29 
	38
	*
	*

	School attendance of non-orphans
	9.20
	0.9866
	0.00774
	0.008
	1.602
	1.266
	       280 
	354
	0.971
	1.000

	Violent discipline
	8.5
	0.9020
	0.01242
	0.014
	1.435
	1.198
	    1,263 
	823
	0.877
	0.927

	WOMEN

	Pregnant women sleeping under insecticide-treated nets (ITNs)
	3.19
	0.0000
	0.00000
	0.000
	NA
	NA
	          45 
	62
	0.000
	0.000

	Intermittent preventive treatment for malaria
	3.20
	0.0086
	0.00319
	0.372
	0.362
	0.602
	       241 
	304
	0.002
	0.015

	Early childbearing
	5.2
	0.2368
	0.02218
	0.094
	0.967
	0.983
	       272 
	356
	0.192
	0.281

	Contraceptive prevalence
	5.3
	0.7161
	0.01731
	0.024
	1.030
	1.015
	       556 
	700
	0.681
	0.751

	Unmet need
	5.4
	0.0942
	0.01222
	0.130
	1.223
	1.106
	       556 
	700
	0.070
	0.119

	Antenatal care coverage - at least once by skilled personnel
	5.5a
	0.9475
	0.01089
	0.011
	0.770
	0.878
	       255 
	324
	0.926
	0.969

	Antenatal care coverage – at least four times by any provider
	5.5b
	0.7974
	0.02310
	0.029
	1.067
	1.033
	       255 
	324
	0.751
	0.844

	Skilled attendant at delivery
	5.7
	0.8934
	0.01678
	0.019
	0.955
	0.977
	       255 
	324
	0.860
	0.927

	Institutional deliveries
	5.8
	0.8682
	0.01662
	0.019
	0.780
	0.883
	       255 
	324
	0.835
	0.901


NA: “Not applicable”
[bookmark: _GoBack](*): the number of unweighted observations is less than 50
