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Phase A, Step 1 interim output

Figure S1. Household types, Namibia



Figure S2. Household types, Oshikoto




Phase A, Step 3 interim output

Figure S3. Range of spatial covariate values in Namibia DHS locations versus Oshikoto household locations
[image: C:\Users\drt1g15\Downloads\range_spatial_covariates.png]
Figure S4. Importance of covariates in Random Forrest model of household type probability


Phase A, Step 4 interim output
 
Figure S5. Probability surface for each household type, Oshikoto
[image: C:\Users\drt1g15\AppData\Local\Microsoft\Windows\INetCache\Content.Word\nam_prob_surfaces_heat.png]


Phase B, Step 7 interim output

Figure S6. Maps of select household characteristics in one population (synth_pop_1) of Oshikoto
Assessment interim output

Figure S7. Maximum distance between 5 realizations of a simulated population and reported census figures for key demographic characteristics in Oshikoto’s 10 regions
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