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Figures S1-S4 shows perceptions on the effects of farm mechanization, showing both the share of FGDs and individuals identifying impacts separately for male and female respondents. The share of FGDs is reported for all countries. The share of individuals is reported for all countries except Mali where this information was not collected. Results are shown for communities dominated by animal traction and communities dominated by hand hoes for all countries except Kenya as there were no systems dominated by animal traction in the sample. 
Figure S1. Perceptions of positive agronomic and environmental impacts of agricultural mechanization
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Note:  Percentage share of focus group discussions (FGDs) and individuals (Ind) identifying positive agronomic and environmental impacts of the use of tractors during land preparation by gender (M=male; F=Female) and dominate source of farm power (A=estimated share of farmers using animal traction above 50%; H=share of farmers using animal traction below 50%). “Finish operation” refers to being guaranteed to finish the operation in time, which is enabled by a quicker completion of tasks and a lower reliance on manual labor. “Easier sowing/weeding” was attributed to better and more uniform land preparation. “Earlier land preparation” was mentioned because is allows the cultivation of dry soil. “Better germination” was attributed to better seedbed preparation. 

Figure S2. Perceptions of positive socio-economic impacts of agricultural mechanization
[image: ]
Note: Percentage share of focus group discussions (FGDs) and individuals (Ind) identifying positive socioeconomic impacts of the use of tractors during land preparation by gender (M=male; F=Female) and dominate source of farm power (A=estimated share of farmers using animal traction above 50%; H=share of farmers using animal traction below 50%). “Reduction of drudgery” refers to the physical intensity of work. “Education” was attributed to having more money and time. “Market access” was attributed to the possibility to use tractors for transportation. 

Figure S3. Perceptions of negative agronomic and environmental impacts of agricultural mechanization
[image: ]
Note:  Percentage share of focus group discussions (FGDs) and individuals (Ind) identifying negative agronomic and environmental impacts of the use of tractors during land preparation by gender (M=male; F=Female) and dominate source of farm power (A=estimated share of farmers using animal traction above 50%; H=share of farmers using animal traction below 50%). “More agro-chemicals” was attributed to the land expansion effects and the need to counter-balance a decline in soil fertility. 
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Figure S4. Perceptions of negative socio-economic impacts of agricultural mechanization
[image: ]
Note:  Percentage share of focus group discussions (FGDs) and individuals (Ind) identifying negative socioeconomic impacts of the use of tractors during land preparation by gender (M=male; F=Female) and dominate source of farm power (A=estimated share of farmers using animal traction above 50%; H=share of farmers using animal traction below 50%). “Road destruction” was attributed to tractors leaving ruts on roads in the rainy seasons. “Laziness/bad behavior” was attributed due to more money/time for “bad leisure” and unemployment.
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