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IndiaruraL

Analysis based on data from households. 584 out of 619 districts
Data is not presented where sample size is insuffcient.

Children’s school enroliment

The ASER 2020 phone survey was conducted during late September 2020. This section explores patterns of enrollment among 6-16 year
olds in rural India.

Have enrollment patterns changed as a result of the COVID-19 pandemic?

The COVID-19 pandemic has had enormous health and economic consequences across the country. With schools closed for much of the
year, ASER 2020 explored the impact of the pandemic on equitable access to schooling, looking first at patterns of enroliment in rural
India.

Table 1: % Children enrolled in school. By age
group, sex and school type. 2020

Age group Not

ainel s Govt Pvt Other | anrolled Total

Age 6-14: All 65.8 | 28.8 0.8 4.6 100

Age 7-16: All 65.5 28.6 0.7 52 100 kN | ;
Age 7-10: Al 643 | 305 | 08 | 44 | 100 ) (o2

tv) 1‘»_‘%
ok CaTE Slgy e

Age 7-10: Boys 60.9 33.6 0.8 4.7 100
Age 7-10: Girls 68.1 270 0.8 41 100
Age 11-14: All 68.0 274 0.7 3.9 100
Age11-14:Boys | 64.5 30.9 0.7 39 100
Age 11-14: Girls 71.9 235 0.7 3.9 100
Age15-16: All 621 273 0.6 9.9 100
Age 15-16: Boys | 60.8 29.7 0.8 8.8 100
Age15-16:Girls | 63.6 24.8 0.5 11 100

'Other" includes children going to Madarsa and EGS.
‘Not enrolled’ includes children who never enrolled or are not currently
enrolled.

Table 1summarizes enroliment data for different age groups in the ASER 2020 sample. For children in the 6-14 age group, these data show that
overall, more than 60% of all children are enrolled in government schools and close to 30% are enrolled in private schools.

This marks a change from two years ago, when the last comparable ASER survey was conducted (Table 2).

There has been a clear shift from private to government schools between 2018 and 2020, in all grades and among both boys and girls. Reasons
may include financial distress in households and/or permanent school shutdowns among the private schools.

However, we also see that far more boys were enrolled in private schools as compared to girls in 2018. This trend continues in 2020.

Table 2: % Children enrolled in school. By grade, sex and school type. 2018 and 2020*

ASER 2018 ASER 2020

StdI-ll 579 421 100 651 34.9 100 611 38.9 100 66.7 334 100
Std I11-V 62.7 373 100 7.2 28.8 100 65.6 344 100 733 26.7 100
Std VI-VIII 65.8 343 100 733 26.7 100 68.3 317 100 770 23.0 100
Std IX & above | 64.6 354 100 68.9 312 100 69.7 30.4 100 72.7 273 100
All 62.8 372 100 70.0 30.0 100 66.4 33.6 100 73.0 270 100

*All estimates from ASER 2018 reported here were generated after excluding households without a mobile phone, in order to make these comparable with
the ASER 2020 estimates.
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State variations

Table 3: % Children aged 6-14 enrolled in private school. By state and sex. 2018 and 2020*

ASER 2018 ASER 2020
Andhra Pradesh 39.7 332 36.3 29.0 241 26.6
Arunachal Pradesh 432 375 40.3 44.4 523 48.1
Assam 30.9 253 281 36.9 295 334
Bihar 21.8 13.4 17.7 222 13.4 18.0
Chhattisgarh 234 19.5 214 329 275 30.1
Guijarat 15.2 11 13.2 14.8 12.6 13.8
Haryana 61.8 49.8 56.2 51.8 45.6 48.9
Himachal Pradesh 441 37.7 41.0 49.6 382 443
Jammu & Kashmir 45.0 371 411 49.5 39.7 45]
Jharkhand 24.6 18.2 215 25.6 191 225
Karnataka 341 25.2 29.6 270 22.7 25.0
Kerala 49.7 44.5 47.0 42.0 314 36.7
Madhya Pradesh 331 243 28.8 341 26.0 30.2
Maharashtra 41.5 35.8 38.8 313 28.6 30.0
Manipur 731 70.5 71.8 82.4 843 83.4
Meghalaya 59.7 623 61.0 493 51.4 50.5
Nagaland 531 50.9 52.0 65.0 61.1 631
Odisha 13.9 10.5 123 20.0 13.0 16.5
Punjab 55.9 49.9 531 54.9 48.7 521
Rajasthan 43.0 30.5 37.2 414 30.7 36.6
Tamil Nadu 36.2 29.6 329 314 233 275
Telangana 46.7 39.0 429 43.5 36.1 401
Uttarakhand 47.0 40.4 43.9 501 36.1 439
Uttar Pradesh 55.0 47.0 51.2 41.9 36.4 39.4
West Bengal 8.8 8.1 8.4 ns 8.8 10.2
All India 36.3 28.7 32.6 32.0 253 28.8

Changes in enrollment patterns since 2018 show considerable variation across states. On the one hand, enrollment in private schools has seen
a decline of close to 10 percentage points among both boys and girls in states such as Uttar Pradesh, Andhra Pradesh, Kerala, Meghalaya and
Maharashtra.

On the other hand, private school enrollment has increased substantially in Chhattisgarh, Manipur and Nagaland among both boys and girls.

*All estimates from ASER 2018 reported here were generated after excluding households without a mobile phone, in order to make these comparable with
the ASER 2020 estimates.
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Chart 1: Statewise chart showing percentage
point change in children aged 6-14 who
are enrolled in private school. 2018 and 2020*
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*All estimates from ASER 2018 reported here were generated after excluding households without a mobile phone, in order to make these comparable with
the ASER 2020 estimates.

A <=>




ASER Digital Check 2020 ASER 2020 (Rural) findings | 30

Children not enrolled in school

One widely anticipated consequence of the COVID-19 pandemic was that many more children, especially girls, would drop out of
school. Although the true picture will only be known once schools reopen, ASER 2020 explored which children were not enrolled for the

school year 2020-21 at the time of the survey.

Are fewer children enrolled in 2020 than before?

Table 4: % Children not enrolled in school. By Table 4 compares the proportion of girls and boys not
age group and sex. 2018 and 2020* enrolled in school in 2018 and 2020, separately for
different age groups. These data show that while there
% Children have indeed been changes in children’s enrollment status,

these vary across age groups:

Age group ASER 2018 ASER 2020 o
*  Among both boys and girls in the 6-10 age group, for

example, there has been a sharp increase in the

proportion of children not currently enrolled, from 1.8%

Age 6-10 1.8 1.8 1.8 53 52 53 in 2018 to 5.3% in 2020.

AgeT1-14 29 36 32 39 39 39 . Howe.ver,.thls increase is much smaller among boys
and girls in the 11-14 age group.

Age15-16 n4 12.6 12.0 8.8 11 9.9 * The proportion of children not currently enrolled has
decreased over 2018 levels in the 15-16 year old age

All 3.7 4.2 4.0 53 5.7 5.5 group.

Why the spike in young children who are not enrolled in school?

Chart 2: % Children not enrolled in school. By age
and sex. 2018 and 2020*
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With schools closed, in a sense all children are currently out of school, and the true proportion of out of school children is difficult to
measure. However, the age-wise breakdown of children in the 6-10 age group who are not currently enrolled shows that while the
increase in this proportion over 2018 is visible at each of these ages, the biggest spike is visible for the youngest children - those who are
6 years old, especially girls (Chart 2).

To understand these patterns better, parents of children who are not currently enrolled were asked which year the child had dropped out
and why this was the case. Their responses show that across the entire 6-16 age group surveyed, more than half of the children not
currently enrolled had ‘dropped out’ in 2020. However, the vast majority of these children are not ‘dropouts’ in the usual sense of the
term: they are awaiting admission to school. This is particularly true for children in the 6-10 age group, and explains the spike visible
among the 6 year olds in particular.

Because schools are closed, many young children have not yet secured admission to Std I. The increase in children in the 6-10 age group
who are not enrolled is therefore likely to be more a reflection of children waiting to enroll in school rather than of children who have

indeed dropped out.

*All estimates from ASER 2018 reported here were generated after excluding households without a mobile phone, in order to make these comparable with
the ASER 2020 estimates.
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State variations
Table 5: % Children aged 6-14 not enrolled in school. By state and sex. 2018 and 2020*

ASER 2018 ASER 2020

Andhra Pradesh 1.0 14 1.2 6.6 6.3 6.5
Arunachal Pradesh 21 2.6 23 6.1 25 45
Assam 25 1.4 1.9 12 13 12
Bihar 3.7 3.6 3.6 3.5 43 3.9
Chhattisgarh 3.2 2.7 2.9 2.9 2.6 2.8
Gujarat 1.5 2.0 1.7 1.4 1.7 1.5
Haryana 15 1.8 1.6 35 3.8 3.6
Himachal Pradesh 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.9 1.0 1.0
Jammu & Kashmir 10 15 12 1.9 3.0 2.4
Jharkhand 23 1.9 21 3.2 2.6 29
Karnataka 0.7 0.7 0.7 6.4 5.9 6.2
Kerala 0.0 0.2 01 0.0 0.0 0.0
Madhya Pradesh 31 4.4 3.7 41 3.4 3.7
Maharashtra 0.5 0.7 0.6 1.4 13 1.4
Manipur 1.4 0.9 11 51 3.2 41
Meghalaya 6.3 2.6 45 9.9 13.0 1.6
Nagaland 21 1.6 1.8 4.4 73 59
Odisha 0.9 1.0 1.0 15 23 1.9
Punjab 1.0 0.8 0.9 15 15 15
Rajasthan 23 4.8 3.4 6.3 71 6.6
Tamil Nadu 0.4 01 0.3 7.9 4.4 6.2
Telangana 0.6 0.6 0.6 4.8 3.9 4.4
Uttarakhand 14 1.5 1.4 5.0 24 3.8
Uttar Pradesh 4.0 5.0 4.5 9.6 10.9 10.2
West Bengal 23 1.0 1.6 11 0.0 0.6
All India 23 2.6 2.5 4.6 4.6 4.6

The proportion of children aged 6-14 not enrolled in school shows an increase in most states since 2018 regardless of sex.

Table 5 shows an increase of more than 5 percentage points in the proportion of out of school children in the states of Andhra Pradesh,
Meghalaya, Karnataka, Tamil Nadu and Uttar Pradesh.

*All estimates from ASER 2018 reported here were generated after excluding households without a mobile phone, in order to make these comparable with
the ASER 2020 estimates.
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Table 6: % Children aged 6-10 not enrolled in school. By state and sex. 2018 and 2020*

ASER 2018 ASER 2020

Andhra Pradesh 0.4 0.4 0.4 52 8.3 6.6
Arunachal Pradesh 24 31 27 10.7 41 75
Assam 0.9 0.7 0.8 0.6 13 0.9
Bihar 3.8 35 3.6 5.0 5.8 5.4
Chhattisgarh 1.9 1.2 1.5 25 3.7 31
Gujarat 0.8 0.6 0.7 15 0.9 12
Haryana 11 1.4 13 31 2.6 2.9
Himachal Pradesh 0.2 03 0.3 0.2 1.7 0.9
Jammu & Kashmir 0.8 0.9 0.9 3.0 24 2.8
Jharkhand 1.5 13 1.4 2.6 1.7 22
Karnataka 0.3 0.2 0.2 6.7 6.1 6.4
Kerala 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Madhya Pradesh 1.6 22 1.9 3.0 3.8 3.4
Maharashtra 0.4 03 0.4 25 1.9 2.2
Manipur 12 0.4 0.8 45 2.7 3.6
Meghalaya 5.9 4.6 53 74 8.1 7.8
Nagaland 2.0 1.2 1.6 31 6.2 4.6
Odisha 0.6 0.5 0.6 2.0 2.7 2.4
Punjab 05 03 0.4 13 2.0 1.6
Rajasthan 1.5 2.9 2.2 7.6 7.4 7.5
Tamil Nadu 01 01 01 12.9 55 9.4
Telangana 0.3 0.2 0.3 6.8 41 55
Uttarakhand 0.9 0.9 0.9 5.6 01 3.2
Uttar Pradesh 3.4 3.4 3.4 10.6 1.8 1
West Bengal 1.7 1.0 13 03 0.0 02
All India 1.8 1.8 1.8 53 5.2 5.3

Across states as well, the rise in the proportion of children not enrolled in school as seen in the 6-14 age group is mostly reflected in the 6-
10 age group.

Across all states, more young children are now out of school than in 2018. As discussed previously, this is most likely because these
young children are yet to be enrolled in school. Here too, states that stand out are Tamil Nadu, Uttar Pradesh, Karnataka and Andhra
Pradesh (Table 6).

*All estimates from ASER 2018 reported here were generated after excluding households without a mobile phone, in order to make these comparable with
the ASER 2020 estimates.
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Chart 3: Statewise chart showing percentage
point change in girls aged 6-10 who are not
enrolled in school. 2018 and 2020*
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*All estimates from ASER 2018 reported here were generated after excluding households without a mobile phone, in order to make these comparable with
the ASER 2020 estimates.
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Household resources

A family's resources influence the type and amount of support they can provide for children’s learning, not only in terms of choosing a
school to send their child to but in many other ways as well. ASER 2020 asked questions about selected household resources, such as
parents’ own education levels and children's access to technology such as TV and smartphones.
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How much schooling do parents of children in the ASER 2020 sample have?

Table 7: Distribution of enrolled children. By
school type, mother’s and father’s education
level. 2020

Parents’
education
level

No schooling
Std |-V
Std VI-VIII

Std IX-X

Std Xl &
above

Total

% Children in % Children in

17.7

19.2

18.8

9.4

100

350 | 227

11

17.9

23.6

247

100

Pvt
313
15.7
18.8
20.3

14.0

100

15.6

20.9

263

18.2

100

18.9 9.5

73

15.4

29.9

379

100

Govt &
Pvt
16.1
131
19.2
274

242

100

Increasingly, parents of children currently enrolled in school have
been to school themselves.

In ASER 2020, for example, Table 7 shows that under a third of
children’s mothers (31.3%) and even fewer children’s fathers
(16.1%) have no schooling.

More than half of all children’s mothers (53.1%) and an even
higher proportion of children's fathers (70.8%) have completed
more than 5 years of school.

ASER does not collect information on household income, but
parents’ education levels can be used as a proxy for the
household's socio-economic status. Overall, parents’ education
level has increased from 2018 to 2020. This is reflected in the fall
in proportion of children who have parents in the ‘low’ education
category from 30.8% to 22.5% (Table 8).

More educated parents usually have households with higher
incomes. Table 8 shows, for example, that as parents’ education
level increases, the likelihood that the household has a smartphone
also increases; and the probability that the sampled child is
studying in a government school decreases:

* Amongthe children whose parents are in the ‘low’ education category, the vast majority study in government schools (84%); and less than half
of their families have a smartphone (45.1%). This proportion was far lower in 2018, when only 22.5% of such families had a smartphone.

« A similar proportion of children have parents in the 'high’ education category as in the 'low' education category. But a far smaller
proportion of children with parents in the 'high' education category are in government schools (53.9%), and most have families with a

smartphone (78.7%).

» Across all categories, the proportion of children enrolled in government schools has increased from 2018 to 2020.

Table 8: Distribution of enrolled children. By parents’ education and household resources. 2018 and

2020*

Parents’
education

Low
Medium
High

All

% Children

ASER 2018

Of these children,

% Who are

enrolled

in Govt school

30.8

48.8

20.4

100

80.6

66.3

44.4

66.2

ASER 2020
Of these children,

% Whose % Children % Who are % Whose
households have enrolled households have
smartphones in Govt school smartphones
225 225 84.0 451
36.1 49,9 71.6 60.2
58.7 27.6 53.9 78.7
36.6 100 69.5 61.9

We categorize parents’ education as follows: ‘low’ parental education includes families where both parents have completed Std V or less (including
those with no schooling). At the other end of the spectrum, the 'high’ parental education category comprises families where both parents have
completed at least Std IX. All other parents are in the 'medium’ category where there are many possible combinations.

*All estimates from ASER 2018 reported here were generated after excluding households without a mobile phone, in order to make these comparable with
the ASER 2020 estimates.

(1)
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Do children have a smartphone and other assets at home?

Table 9: % Enrolled children with selected assets available at home. By school type and asset type. 2018
and 2020*

% Children
pellEE ASER 2018 ASER 2020
resource
Govt & Pvt Govt & Pvt

Smartphone 296 49.9 36.5 56.4 74.2 61.8
TV 548 725 60.7 56.0 719 60.8
Motorized 3911 62.5 46.9 435 64.7 49.9
vehicle

A comparison between ASER 2018 and 2020 shows that a much higher proportion of children now come from households with a
smartphone as compared to two years ago (Table 9).

Although the proportion of children from households with assets like TV and motorized vehicles changed only slightly over the last two
years, the proportion owning a smartphone increased enormously - from 36.5% to 61.8%.

Smartphone ownership increased by similar amounts for children enrolled in government and private schools, between 2018 and 2020
(Table 9). Regardless of school type, among enrolled children about 1in every 10 households bought a new phone to support their
children’s education after schools closed in March 2020 (Table 10). Most often parents purchased a smartphone. Even among children
who did not have a smartphone at home, about 1in every 10 was able to access a smartphone elsewhere, for example from a neighbour.

Table 10: % Enrolled children with access to smartphones. By school type. 2020

% Children
If no smartphone
Number of smartphones in the household Bought anew | Ifboughtanew phone, |;,he household,
School phone for then type of phone | yhey o4 children
type children’s purchased who have access
No 1 3or Total education since to any other
smartphone more the lockdown Regular Smartphone | smartphone
began phone
Govt 43.6 43.6 9.7 31 100 7.2 201 80.6 12.6
Pvt 25.8 50.3 16.7 7.2 100 14.2 15.7 83.8 131
Govt & Pvt 38.2 45.6 n.8 4.3 100 ni 18.5 81.7 12.7

*All estimates from ASER 2018 reported here were generated after excluding households without a mobile phone, in order to make these comparable with
the ASER 2020 estimates.
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State variations

Table 11: Distribution of enrolled children. By state and parents’ education. 2020

I S S AN

Andhra Pradesh 26.8 232
Arunachal Pradesh 227 455 31.9
Assam 19.7 44.2 36.2
Bihar 279 48.7 235
Chhattisgarh 21.6 52.0 26.5
Gujarat 16.4 50.2 334
Haryana 15.1 49.4 35.6
Himachal Pradesh 6.5 29.0 64.5
Jammu & Kashmir 235 52.8 23.8
Jharkhand 29.6 471 233
Karnataka 222 493 28.6
Kerala 0.8 20.2 78.9
Madhya Pradesh 259 58.3 15.8
Maharashtra 6.9 46.4 46.7
Manipur 10.6 34.9 54,5
Meghalaya 40.6 474 12.0
Nagaland 20.8 51.8 274
Odisha 17.4 445 38.2
Punjab 181 45.6 36.3
Rajasthan 323 575 10.2
Tamil Nadu 14.6 48.5 36.9
Telangana 25.6 432 31.2
Uttarakhand 15.1 48.9 36.0
Uttar Pradesh 261 53.2 20.7
West Bengal 23.6 51.4 25.0
All India 22.5 49.9 27.6

We categorize parents’ education as follows: ‘low" parental education includes families where both parents have completed Std V or less (including
those with no schooling). At the other end of the spectrum, the 'high’ parental education category comprises families where both parents have
completed at least Std IX. All other parents are in the ‘'medium’ category where there are many possible combinations.

Nationally, the proportion of children with parents in the 'low" and 'high' education category is similar. However, Table 11 reveals that there
is a substantial variation in the education level of parents across states.

While more than half of all enrolled children in Kerala, Himachal Pradesh, Manipur and Maharashtra have parents in the 'high' education
category, more than a quarter of the children in Meghalaya, Rajasthan, Jharkhand and Bihar have parents in the 'low' education category.
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Table 12: % Enrolled children with specific household resources. By state and parents’' education. 2020

% Children

e A e el I e

enrolled in enrolled in enrolled in

Govt school have Govt school have Govt school I

smartphones smartphones smartphones

Andhra Pradesh 90.9 42.6 70.0 65.4 56.5 80.7
Arunachal Pradesh 479 82.9 50.4 98.6
Assam 83.9 474 751 583 50.9 71.6
Bihar 90.1 40.0 85.2 503 69.9 66.8
Chhattisgarh 95.6 64.0 76.4 711 35.7 934
Gujarat 93.2 69.6 87.6 81.9 751 94.5
Haryana 82.9 62.6 59.9 821 23.9 91.9
Himachal Pradesh 81.4 86.1 42.0 94.4
Jammu & Kashmir 79.4 575 58.9 80.5 325 901
Jharkhand 88.4 437 77.0 46.8 547 68.8
Karnataka 88.4 50.7 775 68.9 53.8 82.9
Kerala 68.9 90.9 64.5 96.4
Madhya Pradesh 833 51.0 701 64.1 455 783
Maharashtra 74.8 56.4 66.2 72.0 60.6 835
Manipur 16.7 831 10.6 88.4
Meghalaya 55.2 61.9 39.0 70.1
Nagaland 551 61.8 31.0 80.1 239 981
Odisha 98.4 453 88.5 35.9 715 66.1
Punjab 79.5 75.8 591 86.4 247 97.3
Rajasthan 77.8 48.7 58.2 67.6 36.2 85.2
Tamil Nadu 92.9 39.6 781 60.6 50.0 79.4
Telangana 78.4 59.7 65.8 73.0 314 86.1
Uttarakhand 53.8 57.4 64.8 70.7 39.4 89.7
Uttar Pradesh 71.8 36.8 54.2 54.2 317 73.8
West Bengal 96.3 29.7 923 45.4 81.9 68.3
All India 84.0 451 71.6 60.2 53.9 78.7

We categorize parents' education as follows: ‘low' parental education includes families where both parents have completed Std V or less (including
those with no schooling). At the other end of the spectrum, the ‘high’ parental education category comprises families where both parents have
completed at least Std IX. All other parents are in the ‘medium’ category where there are many possible combinations.

In line with the national trend, across most states, children with parents in the 'low' education category are more likely to be enrolled in
government schools and are less likely to have smartphones as compared to their counterparts with parents in the 'high' education
category (Table 12):

= The difference among children enrolled in government schools based on parental education is particularly stark in the states of
Chhattisgarh, Haryana and Punjab (50 percentage points).

* Although overall less than half of all children with parents in the 'low' education category have smartphones, the state of Gujarat
stands out, where over two-thirds of all such children have smartphones.
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Table 13: % Enrolled children with selected assets available at home. By state and asset type. 2018 and
2020*

Smartphone
ASER 2018 ASER 2020 ASER 2018 ASER 2020
Andhra Pradesh 421 615 91.8 92.9
Arunachal Pradesh 573 811 74.8 65.0
Assam 36.1 60.7 446 46.2
Bihar 272 51.7 31.9 34.7
Chhattisgarh 72.7 75.7 735 75.8
Gujarat 447 84.0 80.3 829
Haryana 573 823 84.5 775
Himachal Pradesh 58.0 90.0 92.6 86.0
Jammu & Kashmir 50.9 771 52.8 48.4
Jharkhand 20.6 50.2 33.6 31.6
Karnataka 431 68.6 86.1 82.8
Kerala 80.9 943 89.3 86.6
Madhya Pradesh 233 62.7 57.0 62.7
Maharashtra 423 76.3 81.8 781
Manipur 53.4 84.3 69.5 614
Meghalaya 413 72.0 59.1 50.4
Nagaland 50.0 81.8 631 60.1
Odisha 26.1 493 62.0 67.7
Punjab 64.3 88.5 95.7 89.0
Rajasthan 39.7 62.9 543 54,5
Tamil Nadu 40.2 64.1 95.3 92.6
Telangana 45.8 74.0 90.3 90.5
Uttarakhand 479 74.7 80.3 813
Uttar Pradesh 30.4 53.7 452 48.5
West Bengal 26.8 474 57.3 50.5
All India 36.5 61.8 60.7 60.8

The striking jump in smartphone availability at home at the national level since 2018 is reflected in the rise in smartphone availability at
the state level. For instance, a close to 40 percentage point jump is seen in the proportion of children who have a smartphone at home in
Madhya Pradesh, Gujarat and Maharashtra (Table 13).

In contrast, the proportion of students who have a television at home has either remained stagnant or has shown a decline, for example in
Arunachal Pradesh, Meghalaya, Manipur and Haryana.

*All estimates from ASER 2018 reported here were generated after excluding households without a mobile phone, in order to make these comparable with
the ASER 2020 estimates.

A D




ASER Digital Check 2020 ASER 2020 (Rural) findings | 39

Chart 4: Statewise chart showing proportion of children who have a smartphone available at home.
2018 and 2020*
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Learning support for children at home

The previous section summarized what households have, in terms of the availability of some key resources that they can use to support
children’s learning. This section examines how households provide learning support to children during the period of school closures. This
includes availability of textbooks for the current grade, support from family members, as well as other support such as paid private
tuition. Other than the availability of textbooks, ASER 2020 did not explore whether households had other learning materials like other

books, instructional games, etc.

Do children have textbooks at home?

Table 14: % Enrolled children who have
textbooks for their current grade. By grade
and school type. 2020

Std ‘ Govt ‘ Pvt ‘ Govt & Pvt
Std -l 79.8 69.7 76.2
Std l1I-V 855 72.0 81.4
Std VI-VIlI 86.3 73.7 82.8
Std IX & above 82.7 735 80.0
All 84.1 722 80.5

Table 15: % Enrolled children who have
textbooks for their current grade. By grade and
parents’ education. 2020

73.6 76.3

Std -1l 78.4
Std lll-V 80.3 80.6 841
Std VI-VIII 80.8 82.5 85.9
Std IX & above 79.2 79.0 83.5
All 791 80.0 831

We categorize parents’ education as follows: ‘low’ parental education
includes families where both parents have completed Std V or less
(including those with no schooling). At the other end of the spectrum,
the ‘high’ parental education category comprises families where both
parents have completed at least Std IX. All other parents are in the
‘medium’ category where there are many possible combinations.

Table 16: % Enrolled children who have
textbooks for their current grade. By grade
and sex. 2020

Std Boys Girls All

Std Il 75.9 76.4 76.1
Std lll-V 80.5 82.4 81.4
Std VI-VIII 82.0 83.7 82.8
Std IX & above 791 81.0 80.0
All 79.7 81.4 80.5

(1)

Table 14 indicates that across all grades, a very high proportion of
children have textbooks for their current grade.

For every grade, the percentage of children in government schools
who have textbooks is higher than their counterparts in private
schools.

Parents' socio-economic status, as reflected in their education
level, also plays a role in whether children have textbooks. In each
grade, more children with parents in the ‘high’ education category
have textbooks than those with parents in the ‘low’ education
category (Table 15).

There is almost no difference in textbook availability by sex.
Almost 80% of both boys and girls have textbooks for their currect
grade (Table 16).
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Do families help children to study at home?

Table 17: % Enrolled children who receive help Table 18: % Enrolled children who receive help
from family members while studying at home. from family members while studying at home.
By grade and school type. 2020 By grade and sex. 2020

Std I-1l 78.6 86.7 815 Std I-1l 81.7 81.4 815

Std -V 75.3 81.7 773 Std I11-V 76.8 77.8 773

Std VI-VIII 70.8 791 731 Std VI-VilI 72.4 73.8 731

Std IX & above 66.9 7.7 68.3 Std IX & above 67.2 69.4 68.3

All 72.6 80.0 74.9 All 74.4 753 74.8

Tables 17 and 18 show the proportion of children who receive help at home for learning activities:
« Close to three quarters of all enrolled children receive help from family members.

* For both types of schools and both sexes, more younger children receive help from families than older children. Overall, 81.5% children in
Std I-1l receive help from family members as compared to 68.3% children in Std IX and above.

« For each grade level, private school children get more help than government school children. For example, for children in Std I11-V, 75.3%
government school children receive help as compared to 81.7% of children enrolled in private schools (Table 18).

* There is no noticeable difference in the help that children receive based on their sex.

Which family members help children to study at home?

Chart 5: % Enrolled children who receive help at
home. By grade and family member. 2020

100 1.0 9.9 8.7 7.5
80 83 1.7 16.1 218
S 0. 330 276 218 15.0
o
<
O 40
L
20
Std -1l Stdlll-V  Std VI- VI Std IX
& above
Child's grade
H No help m Father Mother Older Other
from home sibling

‘Other’ includes uncle, aunt, cousin or any other family member.

The surveyed household was asked about who helps children most often
with studying at home. Options included mother, father, older siblings

and others.

Data indicate that as children move into higher grades, fewer get help
from family members, especially mothers. For example, 33% of Std |-l
children receive help from their mothers but only 15% of Std IX & above
children are helped by their mothers.

However, help from older siblings increases as children move to higher
grades.

()
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Does parents’ education level influence whether children get learning support at home?

Table 19: % Enrolled children who receive help Chart 6: % Enrolled children who receive
from family members while studying at home. help at home. By parents’ education and
By grade and parents’ education. 2020 family member. 2020
100
10.0 9.5 6.6
90 7.6
141
80 23.2
Std I-11 579 82.7 93.6 70
76 e 451
S 60 : ’
S
Std I11-V 56.4 79.0 916 z 20
(@)
< 40
30
Std VI-VIII 52.8 75.8 89.1
20
10
Std IX & above 535 69.4 81.4 0
Low Medium High
Parents’ education
All 54.8 76.5 89.4 m No help M Father Mother Older Other
from home sibling

We categorize parents’ education as follows: ‘low’ parental education includes families where both parents have completed Std V or less (including
those with no schooling). At the other end of the spectrum, the ‘high’ parental education category comprises families where both parents have
completed at least Std IX. All other parents are in the ‘'medium’ category where there are many possible combinations.

The more educated the parents, the more help their children receive. Among families where both parents have completed Std IX or more (the 'high’
category), for example, close to 90% children receive help at home - 45% children receive help from their mothers and over 30% from their fathers

(Table19 and Chart 6).
However, these data reveal significant family support for children’s education even among children whose parents have only studied up to Std V or less

(the 'low’ category of education).

For example, among children whose parents have completed Std V or less:
* Alittle more than half of these children get help at home (Table 19).
*  14% receive help from their fathers and almost 8% from their mothers (Chart 6).

* Further, if parents have low levels of education, older siblings and others play a more significant role (Chart 6).

Are children taking tuition classes while schools are closed?

Table 20: % Enrolled children taking tuition. By Table 21: % Enrolled children taking tuition. By
school type and tuition category. 2020 sex and tuition category. 2020
% Children currently % Children currently % Children currently % Children currently
taking tuition not taking tuition taking tuition not taking tuition
School Started Started N(t)t Attgk;ng Discontinued Started Started N?t .ttr.:lk;ng Discontinued
type before after wtlof tuition before after UIt:Of tuition
the the eventhee Ol after the the the eventhee O after the
lockdown | lockdown lockdown lockdown | lockdown lockdown
lockdown lockdown
Govt 26.9 4.8 571 n.2 Boys 26.0 6.4 56.2 n4
Pvt 21.8 81 58.7 n4 Girls 24.6 52 591 n.2
Covt& | 254 58 576 13 Al 254 58 576 13

School closures had relatively little impact on children's tuitions, irrespective of children's school type or sex (Table 20 and Table 21).

A <=>
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State variations

Table 22 and 23: % Enrolled children who have textbooks for their current grade. By state, school type

and sex. 2020

State

Andhra Pradesh 38.5 247 34.6 321 372 34.6
Arunachal Pradesh 751 80.3 77.6 73.6 81.7 775
Assam 98.2 98.9 98.4 97.8 99.1 98.4
Bihar 74.2 83.8 75.8 74.7 771 75.8
Chhattisgarh 87.4 64.9 80.7 79.7 817 80.7
Gujarat 95.2 94.0 95.0 95.1 95.0 95.0
Haryana 85.9 89.6 87.7 87.4 88.2 87.7
Himachal Pradesh 96.4 96.2 96.3 96.7 95.9 96.3
Jammu & Kashmir 95.7 973 96.4 973 95.3 96.4
Jharkhand 78.9 71.6 771 783 75.7 771
Karnataka 93.9 76.0 89.1 89.1 89.1 89.1
Kerala 92.9 90.0 91.9 93.2 90.6 91.9
Madhya Pradesh 89.3 57.2 79.6 76.7 82.6 79.6
Maharashtra 86.0 7.4 80.8 79.4 823 80.8
Manipur 99.6 97.2 975 98.0 97.1 97.5
Meghalaya 975 97.9 97.8 98.4 97.3 97.8
Nagaland 98.0 99.8 99.2 98.9 99.5 99.2
Odisha 88.7 88.0 88.6 89.4 87.7 88.5
Punjab 96.1 95.9 96.0 95.2 96.9 96.0
Rajasthan 70.6 43.0 60.4 58.2 63.0 60.3
Tamil Nadu 93.7 68.1 86.4 84.9 87.9 86.4
Telangana 89.3 371 68.1 63.5 73.4 68.1
Uttarakhand 75.6 85.9 80.3 80.0 80.7 80.3
Uttar Pradesh 835 74.9 79.6 80.9 78.0 79.6
West Bengal 99.6 100.0 99.7 99.7 99.6 99.7
All India 84.1 72.2 80.5 79.7 814 80.5

Reflecting the national findings, in most states, students in government schools are more likely to have textbooks for their current grade
as compared to their private school counterparts (Table 22).

States in the northeast fare particularly well in this regard. In West Bengal, Nagaland, Assam, Manipur and Meghalaya, almost all children
have textbooks available.

In most states, children's sex makes no difference in whether they have their current grade textbooks (Table 23).
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Table 24 and 25: % Enrolled children who receive help from family members while studying at home.
By state, school type and parents’ education. 2020

By school type By parents' education
State
Andhra Pradesh 60.2 73.6 63.9 443 67.0 83.2
Arunachal Pradesh 67.4 81.4 739 76.6 94.7
Assam 75.8 88.3 79.8 55.6 80.8 91.5
Bihar 73.4 84.8 753 58.7 78.9 89.0
Chhattisgarh 825 941 86.0 69.0 86.2 98.2
Gujarat 84.9 81.0 84.3 72.7 86.1 86.9
Haryana 722 79.6 75.8 58.4 74.9 85.4
Himachal Pradesh 78.4 91.8 84.1 751 911
Jammu & Kashmir 59.9 67.0 63.0 40.7 65.8 795
Jharkhand 68.1 78.4 70.6 48.9 75.0 911
Karnataka 71.0 80.2 735 48.6 74.5 90.7
Kerala 85.6 80.9 83.9 833 88.0
Madhya Pradesh 79.9 83.4 81.0 65.6 84.9 93.7
Maharashtra 86.7 81.2 84.7 59.7 827 90.8
Manipur 84.3 85.2 85.0 82.0 93.2
Meghalaya 591 58.0 58.4 35.7 73.8
Nagaland 69.3 79.8 76.3 62.4 78.8 86.1
Odisha 69.7 85.3 723 56.7 65.8 87.4
Punjab 67.8 79.9 73.8 51.6 69.2 91.0
Rajasthan 59.0 68.1 62.4 45.0 67.9 87.2
Tamil Nadu 62.2 76.9 66.4 37.3 65.3 835
Telangana 65.7 79.2 712 40.3 74.4 93.8
Uttarakhand 67.7 79.5 731 733 63.2 875
Uttar Pradesh 71.8 79.6 753 58.6 78.4 88.6
West Bengal 70.4 81.6 715 491 73.9 91.6
All India 72.6 80.0 74.9 54.8 76.5 89.4

We categorize parents' education as follows: ‘low" parental education includes families where both parents have completed Std V or less (including
those with no schooling). At the other end of the spectrum, the ‘high’ parental education category comprises families where both parents have
completed at least Std IX. All other parents are in the ‘medium’ category where there are many possible combinations.

Across states most children receive help in studying at home. States where the support from home is strong, and more than 85% children
receive help at home are Chhattisgarh, Manipur, Maharashtra and Gujarat (Table 24).

Almost everywhere as in the national findings, private school children receive more help at home than government school children.

As is the trend in national findings, in most states a much higher proportion of children with parents in the 'high' education category
receive help at home as compared to children with parents in the 'low' education category. This disparity is the highest, at over 40
percentage points, in Telangana, Tamil Nadu, Karnataka and Jharkhand (Table 25).

However, states like Gujarat and Uttarakhand fare well in this regard, with the highest proportion of children with parents in the 'low'
education category who receive help at home.
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Table 26 and 27: % Enrolled children who receive help from family members while studying at
home. By state, sex and smartphone availability. 2020

By smartphone availability

State

Andhra Pradesh 61.7 66.2 63.9 721 50.8
Arunachal Pradesh 63.6 85.0 73.9 80.1

Assam 80.7 78.8 79.8 82.6 75.4
Bihar 751 75.5 753 79.7 70.9
Chhattisgarh 84.8 87.0 86.0 88.7 76.5
Gujarat 83.7 84.9 84.3 84.7 822
Haryana 75.8 75.8 75.8 811 51.6
Himachal Pradesh 83.9 843 841 853 72.8
Jammu & Kashmir 613 64.9 62.9 69.7 401
Jharkhand 70.6 70.6 70.6 783 62.8
Karnataka 722 74.9 735 79.6 60.0
Kerala 83.9 84.0 83.9 84.5

Madhya Pradesh 80.7 81.2 80.9 851 74.0
Maharashtra 851 84.3 84.7 86.7 785
Manipur 86.9 83.2 85.0 86.5 774
Meghalaya 65.5 531 58.5 64.9 41.8
Nagaland 75.5 76.9 76.3 80.8 56.0
Odisha 719 72.5 72.2 79.0 66.2
Punjab 73.9 73.7 73.8 773 46.5
Rajasthan 61.0 64.1 62.4 68.3 521
Tamil Nadu 67.4 65.4 66.4 70.9 585
Telangana 69.8 72.7 71.2 75.5 58.4
Uttarakhand 757 69.9 731 74.4 69.0
Uttar Pradesh 74.3 76.6 753 823 67.5
West Bengal 719 71.0 715 78.7 65.0
All India 74.4 75.3 74.8 80.1 66.4

Table 26 compares the help that boys and girls receive at home and shows that the help at home is not dependent on children's sex.

Table 27 compares the help that children with smartphones and children without smartphones receive while studying at home. The
percentage of enrolled children with smartphones who received help from family members while studying exceeded those who did not
have smartphones in every state.

This difference was the starkest in Punjab, Haryana and Jammu & Kashmir.
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Access to and availability of learning materials and activities

The ASER 2020 survey asked households whether schools had sent learning materials or activities for children during the week prior to
the survey (the reference week), which was carried out in September 2020 when schools across the country were closed. Learning
materials and activities could take the form of traditional materials like worksheets in print or virtual form; online or recorded classes;

and videos or other activities sent via phone or received in person.

Did children receive any learning materials or activities during the reference week?

Table 28: % Enrolled children who received
learning materials/activities in the reference
week. By grade and school type. 2020

Std Govt Pvt Govt & Pvt
StdI-ll 279 35.8 30.8
Std 11-V 337 40.4 35.8
Std VI-VIII 354 427 374
Std IX & above 34.8 43.4 373
All 335 40.6 35.6

Table 29: % Enrolled children who received
learning materials/activities in the reference
week. By grade and parents’ education. 2020

Std Low Medium High

Std -1l 16.2 273 437
Std l1I-V 22.0 33.8 49.7
Std VI-VIII 253 36.3 525
Std IX & above 27.8 35.7 49.3
All 235 33.8 48.9

We categorize parents' education as follows: ‘low’ parental
education includes families where both parents have completed Std
V or less (including those with no schooling). At the other end of
the spectrum, the 'high’ parental education category comprises
families where both parents have completed at least Std IX. All
other parents are in the ‘'medium’ category where there are many
possible combinations.

Table 30: % Enrolled children who received
learning materials/activities in the reference
week. By grade and sex. 2020.

Std ‘ Boys ‘ Girls ‘ All

StdI-l 30.3 313 30.7
Std 111-V 36.7 34.6 35.7
Std VI-VIII 36.6 383 374
Std IX & above 36.9 37.6 373
All 355 358 35.6

Overall, approximately one third of all enrolled children received
some kind of learning materials or activities, other than textbooks,
from their teachers during the reference week (Table 28).

Aslightly larger proportion of students in higher classes received
materials as compared to lower classes. For example, close to 38% of
high school students received materials as compared to 30.8% of
childrenin Std I-11.

A higher percentage of private school children received learning
materials/activities as compared to government school childrenin the
same grades.

Disparities in receipt of learning materials/activities are also visible
based on parents' education levels. More children with parentsin the
‘high’ education category received learning materials/activities as
comparedto childreninthe same grades with parents in the ‘low’
education category (Table 29).

There is no difference by sex in receipt of learning materials (Table 30).
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How did children receive learning materials or activities?

Table 31: Of enrolled children who received As noted above, only a third of all children received materials or
learning materials/activities in the reference activities, other than textbooks, during the reference week. Tables
week, % children who received these through 31 and 32 show that those who did receive materials, received it in
different mediums. By school type and a variety of ways.
medium. 2020 Regardless of school type and parents’ education level, WhatsApp
Phone Personal was by far the most common medium used for sharing learning
School type WhatsApp call Visit Other materials and activities, followed by personal visits and phone
calls.
Govt 67.3 12.3 318 5.6 However, a higher proportion of students enrolled in private schools
Pvt 87.2 9.9 5 58 received materials through WhatsApp than their counterpartsin
government schools (Table 31). Similarly, children whose parents have
Govt & Pvt 74.2 1.5 24.8 5.7 completed Std IX or more were much more likely to receive materials via
WhatsApp than children whose parents have 'low' education levels
(Table32).

Table 32: Of enrolled children who received
learning materials/activities in the reference
week, % children who received these through
different mediums. By parents’ education and
medium. 2020

Table 33: Of enrolled children who received
learning materials/activities in the reference
week, % children who received these through
different mediums. By sex and medium. 2020

Parents' Phone Personal

education WHITEEAED call visit Other S WhatsApp Phone Per;gnal Other
call visit
Low 55.9 n7 39.9 6.7
Medium 70.8 120 277 5.7 Boys 74.5 n2 24.8 5.6
High
g 85.3 10.6 15.7 52 Girls 737 oy i 5

We categorize parents' education as follows: ‘low’ parental education
includes families where both parents have completed Std V or less
(including those with no schooling). At the other end of the spectrum, Al 74.2 1.5 24.8 5.7
the 'high’ parental education category comprises families where both
parents have completed at least Std IX. All other parents are in the
‘medium’ category where there are many possible combinations.

Among both children enrolled in government schools as well as children whose parents are in the ‘low’ education category, accessing materials/
opportunities via personal visits was more common, suggesting that an effort was made to reach out to the children with the least access to resources.

Children's sex had no bearing on how they received learning materials (Table 33).

Table 34: Of enrolled children who received Table 35: % Enrolled children who received
learning materials/activities in the reference learning materials/activities from only one
week, % children who got these through one medium. By smartphone availability and medium.
or more mediums. By school type and humber 2020
of mediums. 2020
Smartphone Whats | Phone | Personal
Number of mediums availability App call visit L ozl
School type
Yes 83.9 2.8 1.8 1.5 100
Govt 85.8 1.5 2.6 0.1 100
No 23.4 1.8 571 7.8 100
Pvt 88.3 9.2 23 0.2 100
All 72.2 4.6 20.5 27 100

Govt & Pvt 86.7 10.7 25 0.2 100

Despite the variety of ways in which children could have accessed learning materials and activities, during the reference week most
children who received these materials - more than 86% - did so in just one way (Table 34).

Among children who received learning materials, if a smartphone was available in the family, it is very likely that the child's access to
available material was via WhatsApp (Table 35). Interestingly, even among children whose families had no smartphones, almost a fourth
(23.4%) were able to access WhatsApp using someone else's smartphone. In families without smartphones, more than half of all children
who accessed learning materials did so through physical visits (either going to the school or the teacher coming to the home).
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If children did not access learning materials or activities during the reference
week, what did parents say was the reason?

Table 36: Reasons given by parents of enrolled children who did not receive learning materials/
activities during the reference week. By school type and reason. 2020

School type School not sending No internet No smartphone Connectivity issues

Govt 68.5 10.7 25.8 51 43
Pvt 66.9 1.6 204 52 6.0
Govt & Pvt 68.1 1.0 243 51 4.8

Table 37: Reasons given by parents of enrolled children who did not receive learning materials/
activities during the reference week. By parents’ education and reason. 2020

Parents' education School not sending No internet No smartphone Connectivity issues

Low 67.6 12.6 30.0 4.7 2.8
Medium 68.4 10.3 24.2 5.4 43
High 70.2 10.0 17.3 5.6 6.9

We categorize parents’ education as follows: ‘low’ parental education includes families where both parents have completed Std V or less (including
those with no schooling). At the other end of the spectrum, the 'high’ parental education category comprises families where both parents have
completed at least Std IX. All other parents are in the ‘'medium’ category where there are many possible combinations.

Table 38: Reasons given by parents of enrolled children who did not receive learning materials/
activities during the reference week. By sex and reason. 2020

School not sending No internet ‘ No smartphone Connectivity issues
Boys 68.4 1.5 23.9 5.0 4.7
Girls 67.7 10.3 24.7 53 4.9

All 681 1.0 243 51 4.8

Regardless of school type or parental education category, most parents
cited the school not sending anything as the main reason for not
receiving materials (Tables 36 and 37).

Overall, almost a quarter of sampled children's parents mentioned
not having a smartphone as a reason (24.3%), with more parents of
children enrolled in government school highlighting this reason
(25.8%) than those enrolled in private school (Table 36). No
smartphone availability was also the reason given by a third of parents
in the ‘low’ education category (Table 37).

Across the varied reasons offered by the parents, no differences can
be observed on the basis of sex (Table 38).
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State variations

Table 39: % Enrolled children who received learning materials/activities in the reference week. By state
and school type. 2020

State Govt Pvt Govt & Pvt
Andhra Pradesh 239 274 24.9
Arunachal Pradesh 39.4 62.4 501
Assam 155 447 24.9
Bihar 4.6 227 7.7
Chhattisgarh 38.4 39.9 38.8
Guijarat 81.9 82.6 82.0
Haryana 67.7 722 69.9
Himachal Pradesh 85.4 89.5 87.2
Jammu & Kashmir 359 43.5 391
Jharkhand 28.6 24.6 27.6
Karnataka 73.4 671 7
Kerala 821 84.4 82.9
Madhya Pradesh 501 385 46.6
Maharashtra 63.6 64.3 63.8
Manipur 151 323 30.0
Meghalaya 234 32.0 283
Nagaland 56.0 791 713
Odisha 18.5 50.6 23.8
Punjab 871 881 87.6
Rajasthan 225 19.7 215
Tamil Nadu 385 50.3 419
Telangana 67.4 37.0 55.0
Uttarakhand 77.0 72.9 751
Uttar Pradesh 19.4 23.0 21.0
West Bengal 18.5 39.0 205
All India 33.5 40.6 35.6

There is a lot variation across states in the proportion of children who received any learning materials, other than textbooks, during the
reference week (Table 39). In states like Gujarat, Himachal Pradesh, Kerala and Punjab, more than 80% of all enrolled children received
learning materials irrespective of school type. On the other hand, in the states of Bihar, Rajasthan and Uttar Pradesh, less than a quarter of
all children in both types of schools received learning materials.

In most states, more children enrolled in private schools received materials than their government school counterparts. This difference
between government and private school going children was especially stark in Odisha, Assam and Nagaland.
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Chart 7: Statewise chart showing % of Govt school children who received learning materials/activities
in the reference week. 2020
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Table 40: Of enrolled children who received learning materials/activities in the reference week, %
children who received these through different mediums. By state, school type and medium. 2020

WhatsApp | Phone call Pe\:?;?al WhatsApp | Phone call Pe\:is:i?al
Andhra Pradesh 553 45.5 30.2 13
Arunachal Pradesh 96.4 0.0 29 0.7
Assam 74.6 22.7 14.7 7.3 86.4 14.6 1.8 121
Bihar 57.3 17.7 335 7.6 88.9 16.7 33 2.9
Chhattisgarh 69.3 12.2 26.3 77 82.4 135 16.4 14
Gujarat 61.6 14.4 50.0 25 86.2 23.7 29.4 4.6
Haryana 92.2 33 45 2.8 96.3 12 1.8 2.7
Himachal Pradesh 93.2 8.0 2.6 5.8 98.9 9.2 0.9 3.0
Jammu & Kashmir 51.6 9. 51.0 75 64.5 6.7 36.5 43
Jharkhand 78.4 4.0 17.6 41 93.6 31 3.7 0.9
Karnataka 403 12.9 70.0 91 76.2 161 36.5 8.4
Kerala 97.4 201 0.4 31 93.7 14.9 0.0 10.3
Madhya Pradesh 729 5.6 30.8 43 88.0 3.4 13.6 33
Maharashtra 89.1 10.5 14.0 6.6 955 6.6 6.5 9.6
Manipur 76.6 10.4 17.6 133
vesawa |0 Z I Smmmmr |- -2
Nagaland 74.2 5.4 26.8 0.7 88.8 73 16.4 2.0
Odisha 69.7 8.8 22.6 23 88.5 7.4 6.0 0.8
Punjab 93.7 10.7 10.9 5.0 951 10.1 4.8 53
Rajasthan 75.9 4.2 201 5.4 874 21 10.8 6.5
Tamil Nadu 732 13.0 14.1 3.6 93.9 42 15 21
Telangana 427 327 38.7 5.7 59.4 33.6 17.9 59
Uttarakhand 88.3 5.9 7.0 35 97.9 9.5 43 1.8
Uttar Pradesh 61.0 14.0 28.4 10.3 83.6 6.4 10.8 4.8
West Bengal 24 4.6 68.6 3.8
All India 67.3 12.3 31.8 5.6 87.2 9.9 1.5 5.8

With the exception of Karnataka, across all states, WhatsApp was the most common medium for sharing learning materials with
children, regardless of school type. Also similar to the national picture is that more private school children received materials via
WhatsApp than government school children. In Haryana, Himachal Pradesh, Punjab and Kerala, almost all children received materials via
WhatsApp.

For children going to government schools, personal visits were an important means of receiving materials in several states. For instance,
in Karnataka, Jharkhand and Gujarat, more than half of all enrolled children in government schools received materials via personal visits
(Table 40).
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Table 41: % Enrolled children who received learning materials/activities in the reference week. By state
and parents’ education. 2020

State ‘ Low ‘ Medium ’ High
Andhra Pradesh 233 22,6 341
Arunachal Pradesh 54.0 68.8
Assam 10.2 22.8 352
Bihar 31 6.1 17.2
Chhattisgarh 277 41.8 45.0
Guijarat 69.4 81.0 89.8
Haryana 49.7 71.8 771
Himachal Pradesh 88.9 88.7
Jammu & Kashmir 321 381 48.0
Jharkhand 213 247 45.0
Karnataka 65.8 733 73.9
Kerala 831 831
Madhya Pradesh 40.3 48.0 525
Maharashtra 39.8 61.3 69.4
Manipur 237 322
Meghalaya 18.6 231

Nagaland 58.3 733 751
Odisha 16.4 14.8 37.0
Punjab 81.7 877 89.2
Rajasthan 16.4 22.5 333
Tamil Nadu 261 40.8 49.9
Telangana 52.8 59.7 50.4
Uttarakhand 44.0 733 89.7
Uttar Pradesh 14.4 20.5 30.2
West Bengal 151 17.2 329
All India 235 33.8 48.9

We categorize parents’ education as follows: ‘low’ parental education includes families where both parents have completed Std V or less (including
those with no schooling). At the other end of the spectrum, the 'high’ parental education category comprises families where both parents have
completed at least Std IX. All other parents are in the ‘'medium’ category where there are many possible combinations.

Overall, national trends show major disparities in receipt of learning materials depending on parents' education levels. This disparity was
found to be the highest in Uttarakhand and Maharashtra (Table 41).

However, there are notable exceptions. Among children with parents in the 'low' education category, a notable two-thirds received
materials in the states of Gujarat, Karnataka and Punjab.
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Table 42: Of enrolled children who received learning materials/activities in the reference week, %
children who received these through different mediums. By state, parents’ education and medium. 2020

WhatsApp | Phone call Pe\:?;?al WhatsApp | Phone call Pe\:is:i?al
Andhra Pradesh T e e

| Data Insufficient |
Arunachal Pradesh . __ ey
Assam R Y R A %R ns 141 12.6
Bihar : Data Insufficient : 81.6 19.3 16.0 3.6
Chhattisgarh R R A B 822 10.0 18.8 27
Gujarat 44.6 17.0 55.5 24 75.5 215 43.0 3.8
Haryana 875 0.0 9.7 4.4 973 0.6 0.8 22
Himachal Pradesh 96.0 8.2 23 4.5
Jammu & Kashmir 50.5 n.é6 48.8 0.3 66.9 31 341 122
Jharkhand 732 4.3 26.0 1.2 86.8 53 73 3.7
Karnataka 35.7 9.4 715 10.2 621 17.6 49.8 7.0
Kerala 97.8 171 0.4 3.9
Madhya Pradesh 70.3 3.8 34.7 2.4 89.8 3.4 105 6.0
Maharashtra N 96.3 74 6.8 8.2
Manipur : Data Insufficient : 83.2 7.4 1.0 8]
Meghalaya - 0 — 1
Nagaland 741 5.8 320 0.0 89.7 49 14.2 18
Odisha 87.7 4.4 9.9 15
Punjab 9.1 15.8 125 10.2 975 8.9 5.7 4.8
Rajasthan 66.3 5.0 24.7 9.1 871 4.2 16.3 4.0
Tamil Nadu 90.2 4.2 5.9 29
Telangana 36.6 28.7 39.3 9.8 59.6 281 26.0 5.0
Uttarakhand 97.4 24 3.9 23
Uttar Pradesh 49.2 13.6 37.9 12.8 85.4 8.7 9] 53
West Bengal L[| _pstemsficien | | | __ ]
All India 55.9 11.8 39.6 6.9 85.2 10.6 15.7 5.2

We categorize parents’ education as follows: ‘low" parental education includes families where both parents have completed Std V or less (including
those with no schooling). At the other end of the spectrum, the 'high" parental education category comprises families where both parents have
completed at least Std IX. All other parents are in the ‘'medium’ category where there are many possible combinations.

Children with parents in the 'low" education category were the most likely to access learning materials via personal visits. In Karnataka
and Gujarat, more than half such children received materials via personal visits (Table 42).
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Table 43: % Enrolled children who received learning materials/activities in the reference week. By state
and smartphone availability. 2020

State Available Not available
Andhra Pradesh 331 1.8
Arunachal Pradesh 60.2

Assam 351 9.1
Bihar n.4 3.7
Chhattisgarh 43.8 233
Guijarat 84.8 70.6
Haryana 78.2 315
Himachal Pradesh 90.9 53.6
Jammu & Kashmir 44.6 20.6
Jharkhand 44.9 10.3
Karnataka 73.8 66.9
Kerala 85.2

Madhya Pradesh 60.7 23.0
Maharashtra 74.9 28.4
Manipur 332 127
Meghalaya 36.7 6.8
Nagaland 781 40.4
Odisha 381 9.6
Punjab 90.1 68.9
Rajasthan 29.6 8.1
Tamil Nadu 535 22.7
Telangana 56.8 51.4
Uttarakhand 82.7 525
Uttar Pradesh 29.7 1.0
West Bengal 233 17.9
All India 47.2 17.1

The availability of a smartphone in the household made a big difference in whether children received learning materials/activities in the
reference week; while close to half the children who had a smartphone received materials, this proportion was only 17% for children who
did not have smartphone (Table 43).

This difference is the highest at 35 percentage points in Haryana, Maharashtra, Nagaland and Madhya Pradesh.

However, some states like Gujarat, Karnataka and Punjab made a susbtantial effort to send learning materials to children without
smartphones - close to 70% such children received learning materials in these states.
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Chart 8: Statewise chart showing % of enrolled children without a smartphone who received
learning materials/activities in the reference week. 2020
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Table 44: Of enrolled children who received learning materials/activities in the reference week, % children
who received these through different mediums. By state, smartphone availability and medium. 2020

Available Not available
WhatsApp | Phone call Pe\:issoi?al WhatsApp | Phone call Pe\:isg?al

Andhra Pradesh 75.0 29.0 14.5 35 r—-———|—— ] — "/ — — 7
Arunachal Pradesh 93.5 0.3 51 27 I I
Assam 89.4 181 72 10.1 : Data Insufficient :
Bihar 83.5 16.7 12.7 3.8 | |
Chhatisgarh 80.3 13.8 19.2 35 L | — - | —— ] — —
Gujarat 72.7 16.8 42.4 24 19.3 10.2 74.8 52
Haryana 97.2 1.6 1.6 1.7 61.1 1.9 18.5 17.2
Himachal Pradesh 98.6 8.8 1.7 21

Jammu & Kashmir 64.2 75 387 6.8 10.0 10.9 84.0 0.8
Jharkhand 90.5 3.8 71 2.6 33.6 3.4 55.7 7.9
Karnataka 64.4 15.8 53.6 7.2 13.0 8.8 80.8 13.2
Kerala 97.0 16.0 0.3 5.6

Madhya Pradesh 89.6 4.4 16.5 3.2 19.6 8.1 70.4 7.7
Maharashtra 96.5 8.3 7.9 73 48.6 15.4 401 10.8
Manipur 79.5 12.0 133 12.9 re 0 T T T T /1
Meghalaya 62.3 13.3 42.0 0.6 I Data Insufficient I
Nagaland 91.3 6.3 12.7 1.4 !____________ ___JI
Odisha 88.3 6.2 8.0 13 351 10.6 51.3 3.7
Punjab 981 8.3 6.5 4.9 58.0 30.9 211 7.0
Rajasthan 89.7 2.0 10.5 3.9 18.4 141 56.7 191
Tamil Nadu 90.5 5.9 6.1 11 38.4 26.8 245 n.2
Telangana 579 29.2 30.2 4.6 12.0 45.0 421 9.8
Uttarakhand 98.5 45 3.8 1.6 64.6 18.5 15.3 8.4
Uttar Pradesh 86.8 7.3 8.0 6.4 243 19.9 56.4 13.0
West Bengal 54.8 54 1.2 33 29 10.2 79.5 73

All India 85.1 10.3 17.3 4.7 25.0 16.4 581 10.5

Table 44 shows that of those children who received materials and had a smartphone at home, the most common mode of receiving
materials was WhatsApp for most states.

Among children who did not have a smartphone available at home, personal visits (either by the teacher to the household or by student to
the school) played an important role in all the states - more than half of these children who received materials received them via personal
visits.

Interestingly, even among children without smartphones, overall, close to a quarter received materials on WhatsApp by accessing
someone else's smartphone.
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Table 45: Of enrolled children who did not receive learning materials/activities during the reference
week, reasons given by parents. By state, school type and reason. 2020

Andhra Pradesh
Arunachal Pradesh
Assam

Bihar
Chhattisgarh
Gujarat

Haryana
Himachal Pradesh
Jammu & Kashmir
Jharkhand
Karnataka

Kerala

Madhya Pradesh
Maharashtra
Manipur
Meghalaya
Nagaland

Odisha

Punjab

Rajasthan

Tamil Nadu
Telangana
Uttarakhand
Uttar Pradesh

West Bengal

All India

School not

r

r
L

r
L

sending

931

65.8

64.6
59.4
58.0

57.3
83.4

internet | smartphone

105
121
10.8
1.5
9.8
29.7
10.0

14.8
9.8

68.5

10.7

14.2
13.7
225
19.9
223
271
46.8
36.9
31.6
54.2
13.4

471
33.8

6.9

247

26.6
313
29.9

321
10.8

25.8

Connectivity
issues
37
17.5
37
1.4
4.9
7.6
2.6
0.6
15.9
5.6
19.0

1.6
41

5.7
3.0
13

3.0
5.8
5.1

29
311

22
221
8.8
8.6
51.2
1.0
8.2

Data In;
27
6.9
6.5

6.6

4.3

School not
sending | internet |smartphone
73.9 15.9 21.0
825 9.1 13.9
75.7 13.8 16.3
53.2 6.8 17.0
457 13.6 319
74.6 n5 10.2
58.8 8.8 452
67.8 16.3 9.9
N I
75.0 73 24.8
60.2 9.7 30.7
841 51 7.7
92.9 15 9.7
wicon | ] _
59.4 8.4 24
e | [
735 10.2 1.3
61.4 14.0 191
67.7 6.1 10.5
wion | ] _
60.7 13.8 23.8
66.9 11.6 20.4

Connectivity
issues

10.1

7.6
21
6.1

1.9

213

5.8
33
52

51

5.2

2.0

1.0
23
213

8.8

0.9

5.7

2.6
L

6.0

Like in the national findings, irrespective of school type and state, the major reason that parents cited for not receiving learning materials
was that the school did not send materials (Table 45).

The lack of a smartphone was cited as another important reason for not receiving materials across most states, more so among
government school children than private school children.

In Odisha, Jammu & Kashmir connectivity issue was cited as a common reason.
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Children's engagement with learning materials

While the previous section explored whether households received learning materials and activities from schools in the week prior to the
survey in September 2020, this section analyses whether children actually engaged with different kinds of materials and activities
during that week. Households were asked about a variety of materials and activities received from any source, including traditional
materials like textbooks and worksheets (in print or virtual format), lessons that were broadcast on television or radio; and online
activities such as pre-recorded videos or live classes.

Did children do any learning activities during the reference week?

Table 46: % Enrolled children by the number of Table 47: % Enrolled children who did learning
learning activities done during the reference week. activities during the reference week. By school
By school type and number of activities. 2020 type and type of material. 2020
School No 1 2 3 or more Traditional
type activity | activity |activities| activities Total
School type
i ded online
Govt 305 26.2 24.2 191 100 corded | o ccac
classes
Pvt 60.1 38.0 18.4 23 28.7 17.7
Govt & Pvt 29.8 24.6 24.2 214 100

Govt & Pvt 59.7 353 19.6 27 215 1.0

Even though only a third of all children received materials, other than textbooks, from their schools during the reference week, households
reported that most children did do some learning activity during that week.

These activities were shared by diverse sources such as schools, families, and private tutors, among others. Based on responses from
households, 30.5% students in government schools and 28.1% children in private schools did not do any learning activities during the
reference week (Table 46).

Close to a fifth of all children did three activities or more. In this category, there is a higher proportion of private school students (26.7%)
as compared to government school students (19.1%).

While the proportion of children doing different types of activities is quite similar for government and private schools, there is one
significant difference. Children enrolled in private schools were much more likely to be connected to online classes and recorded video
lessons. For example,

*  While close to 60% of all children in both types of schools reported using textbooks during the reference week, 28.7% of private
school children reported using recorded video lessons opposed to 18.3% of government school children.

» Further, 17.7% children in private schools accessed live online classes during the reference week as compared to 8.1% of government
school children (Table 47).
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Table 48: % Enrolled children by the number of Table 49: % Enrolled children who did learning
learning activities done during the reference week. activities during the reference week. By parents’
By parents’ education and number of activities. 2020 education and type of material. 2020

Parents’ No) 1 2 3 or more Traditional Broadcast Online
education | activity | activity |activities| activities Total -
Parents' Videos/ Live
education i re= | online
Low 40.8 26.2 21.3 1.7 100 corded classes
classes
. L 50.2 | 28.4 13.5 1.9 11 47
Medium 301 21 | 247 | 192 100 o
Medium 59.2 33.8 19.0 2.8 19.8 8.9
High 19.6 209 259 336 100 High 69.2 | 44.0 25.7 2.9 333 | 20.0

We categorize parents' education as follows: ‘low’ parental education includes families where both parents have completed Std V or less (including
those with no schooling). At the other end of the spectrum, the 'high” parental education category comprises families where both parents have
completed at least Std IX. All other parents are in the ‘'medium’ category where there are many possible combinations.

Parents' education had a strong relationship with whether children did any activities at home, with major differences in the number of
activities done by children whose parents have studied upto Std V or less ('low' category) and children whose parents have completed Std
IX or more (‘high' category):

«  While close to 20% children whose parents are in the 'high' education category did not do any activity, this percentage is much higher for
children whose parents are in the 'low" education category (40.8%).

* A much higher proportion of children who have parents in the 'high' education category did three or more learning activities as compared
to children who have parents in the 'low' education category - a difference of 21 percentage points (Table 48).

Across all types of material, a higher percentage of children with parents in the 'high' education category did some learning activity as
compared to their counterparts with parents in the 'low' education category. This difference is especially stark in online activities.

For example, around 5% children with 'low' parental education accessed live online classes as opposed to 20% children with 'high' parental
education (Table 49).
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Table 50: % Enrolled children by the number of
learning activities done during the reference
week. By sex and number of activities. 2020

ac’[\il\(/)ity acti1vity acti\fities 2;:\7;?; Total
Boys 303 24.0 242 215 100
Girls 29.2 253 24.2 213 100
All 29.8 24.6 242 214 100
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Table 51: % Enrolled children who did learning
activities during the reference week. By sex and
type of material. 2020

Traditional

online

classes
Boys 58.8 354 | 19.2 2.7 21.8 n5
Girls 60.6 | 351 201 2.6 211 10.5
All 59.7 353 | 19.7 2.7 215 1.0

Tables 50 and 51 compare the learning activities done by boys and girls in the reference week. No notable difference can be seen in the
number of activities that boys and girls did; overall, 30% boys and girls did not do any activity in the reference week (Table 50). Boys and

girls alike did learning activities using different materials (Table 51).

Table 52: % Enrolled children who did learning
activities during the reference week. By grade and
type of material. 2020

Broadcast

Traditional

re-

corded online
classes
Std I-l1 556 | 335 15.7 2.3 16.6 7.3
Std llI-V 60.2 | 355 19.7 2.7 19.7 8.9
Std VI-VIII 60.7 | 36.0 20.8 2.9 219 1.5
Std IX & above | 61.2 | 355 215 2.6 275 | 16.3
All 59.7 | 353 19.6 2.7 215 1.0

The proportion of children in different grades doing learning
activities is quite similar. The only substantial difference is that the
students in higher grades were more likely to be connected to
online classes or video recordings as compared to their younger
counterparts (Table 51).
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How much contact was there between school and home during the reference
week? And since schools closed?

Table 53: % Enrolled children in contact with schools. By school type and type of contact. 2020

Contact for administrative

Contact to discuss learning materials/activities or child's progress/wellbeing

purposes
Of those who had no
School type Teacher visited or called Parent/child visited contact in the reference Teacher or parent/child
parent/child in the or called teacher in wee.k, teacher o contacted each
reference week the reference week parent/child called or visited other at least once
each other at least once since the lockdown
since the lockdown
Govt 323 29.2 19.3 40.4
Pvt 374 36.1 21.7 31.5
Govt & Pvt 339 31.3 20.0 37.7

Table 54: % Enrolled children in contact with schools. By parents’ education and type of contact. 2020

Contact for administrative

Contact to discuss learning materials/activities or child’s progress/wellbeing
purposes

, Of those who had no
Parents

cducation Teacher visited or called Parent/child visited contact in the reference Teacher or parent/child

parent/child in the or called teacher in wee.k, el or ooriizctzd] eael
reference week the reference week paieveniidicalledion sited other at least once
each other at least once since the lockdown

since the lockdown

Low 252 23.0 15.0 320
Medium 32.8 30.4 20.3 373
High 433 40.0 245 43.0

We categorize parents' education as follows: ‘low’ parental education includes families where both parents have completed Std V or less (including
those with no schooling). At the other end of the spectrum, the 'high’ parental education category comprises families where both parents have
completed at least Std IX. All other parents are in the ‘'medium’ category where there are many possible combinations.

Table 55: % Enrolled children in contact with schools. By sex and type of contact. 2020

Contact for administrative

Contact to discuss learning materials/activities or child's progress/wellbeing
purposes

Of those who had no
Teacher visited or called Parent/child visited contact in the reference Teacher or parent,/child
week, teacher or contacted each
parent/child called or visited other at least once
each other at least once since the lockdown
since the lockdown

parent/child in the or called teacher in
reference week the reference week

Boys 335 311 19.5 36.9
Girls 342 314 205 38.6
All 33.8 313 20.0 377

Even when schools are closed, contact between the home and school is important to discuss how the child is doing both academically and
in terms of well-being. ASER 2020 explored this issue in two ways: whether parents and teachers had been in touch (phone or visit)
during the reference week; and if not, whether there had been contact since the lockdown began in March 2020.

Overall, teachers of about a third of all children contacted parents/families during the reference week. This proportion is higher among
children in private than in government schools (Table 53).

More educated parents had greater contact with school teachers during the reference week (Table 54). This suggests that children whose
parents could offer support at home were also those who got more support from school.

Children's sex had no bearing on the contact that their teacher had with their parents (Table 55).
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State variations

Table 56: % Enrolled children by the number of learning activities done during the reference week. By
state, school type and number of activities. 2020

Pvt Govt & Pvt
2 or more 2 or more 2 or more
activity activity activities activity activity | activities activity activity activities

Andhra Pradesh 50.9 231 26.0 49.0 211 29.9 50.4 225 271

Arunachal Pradesh 39.6 213 39.1 20.4 20.2 59.5 30.6 20.8 48.6
Assam 43.9 352 209 291 331 379 39.2 34.5 26.4
Bihar 335 31.4 351 181 242 57.7 30.9 30.2 39.0
Chhattisgarh 18.9 35.8 453 253 259 48.8 20.8 32.8 46.3
Gujarat 81 14.8 771 6.5 8.9 84.6 7.8 13.9 782
Haryana 29.8 18.8 514 19.7 191 61.2 24.8 19.0 56.2
Himachal Pradesh 123 17.3 70.4 10.7 12.2 771 1.6 151 733
Jammu & Kashmir 459 23.0 311 33.9 32.7 334 40.8 271 321

Jharkhand 40.0 293 30.7 33.6 23.0 43.4 38.4 27.8 33.8
Karnataka 18.8 201 61.2 18.4 19.5 62.1 18.6 20.0 61.4
Kerala 6.5 6.6 87.0 2.8 101 871 5.2 7.8 87.0
Madhya Pradesh 18.7 20.2 61.2 301 221 47.8 221 20.8 57.2
Maharashtra 16.8 245 58.7 18.9 235 57.6 17.5 24.2 583
Manipur 235 237 52.8 243 201 55.5 242 20.6 55.2
Meghalaya 59.3 17.0 23.8 60.2 174 224 59.8 17.2 23.0
Nagaland 401 19.7 40.2 13.8 32.0 543 227 27.8 49.5
Odisha 321 331 34.8 17.6 19.2 63.2 29.7 30.8 39.5
Punjab 5.4 16.3 783 51 10.2 84.8 53 13.2 81.5
Rajasthan 49.6 20.9 295 48.7 19.7 31.6 49.2 205 303
Tamil Nadu 265 295 44.0 30.0 222 478 275 274 45]

Telangana 7.0 18.0 75.0 19.8 26.9 533 122 21.6 66.2
Uttarakhand 29.1 259 45.0 24.0 19.8 56.2 26.8 231 50.2
Uttar Pradesh 43.4 23.8 328 35.2 17.9 46.9 39.7 211 39.2
West Bengal 29.0 337 373 219 314 46.7 283 335 382
All India 30.5 26.2 433 28.1 21.0 50.9 29.8 24.6 45.6

Overall, Table 56 shows that in most states, more than two thirds of all enrolled children engaged in some type of learning activity during the
reference week. The only states where close to half the children did not do any activity are Andhra Pradesh, Meghalaya and Rajasthan.

As seen in the national trend, more private school going children engaged in learning activities than government school children across all
states. For instance, in Bihar there is a difference of close to 20 percentage points in the proportion of children who did some learning
activity in government and private schools.

Notably, in Kerala, Punjab, Gujarat and Telangana, more than three quarters of all children enrolled in government schools did 2 or more
activities in the reference week.
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Chart 9: Statewise chart showing % of Govt school children who did not do any activity in the
reference week. 2020
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Table 57: % Enrolled children who did learning activities during the reference week. By state, school
type and type of material. 2020

Govt

e e
State
Traditional | Broadcast Online | Traditional | Broadcast Online Traditional | Broadcast Online
33 241

Govt & Pvt

Andhra Pradesh 28.0 33, 2.7 307 281 28.8 307 171

Arunachal Pradesh | 514 15.4 32.4 73.8 9.4 456 61.9 12,6 385
Assam 51.8 8.0 105 65.7 95 236 56.2 8.5 14.7
Bihar 631 9.7 7.9 78.9 135 26.9 65.8 103 12

Chhattisgarh 765 91 333 64.6 10.9 377 72.9 9.7 34.6
Gujarat 83.9 60.1 56.6 85.4 48.6 739 841 58.4 59.3
Haryana 63.3 18.2 397 724 15.6 443 67.8 16.9 419
Himachal Pradesh 823 7.6 637 81.4 4.6 76.6 81.9 63 69.2
Jammu & Kashmir 50.7 9.7 219 59.4 102 24.8 54.4 9.9 232
Jharkhand 55.6 87 187 60.1 14.2 315 56.7 100 218
Karnataka 76.2 287 270 716 242 443 75.0 275 316
Kerala 88.4 716 50.8 933 295 655 90.2 56.7 56.0
Madhya Pradesh 74.6 30.4 321 60.6 23.8 293 70.4 284 313
Maharashtra 737 396 39.4 691 323 476 721 370 423
Manipur 714 20.6 10.8 722 174 16.2 721 17.8 155
Meghalaya 397 26 1.6 39.2 32 71 395 29 9.0

Nagaland 57.6 12,6 208 83.4 9.8 322 74.7 108 28.4
Odisha 63.8 105 12 793 13.4 343 66.3 10.9 15.0
Punjab 88.9 329 529 912 10.7 74.2 9011 219 63.5
Rajasthan 470 95 121 4611 8.0 16.5 46.7 8.9 137
Tamil Nadu 572 479 15.9 581 29.9 36.9 575 428 219
Telangana 714 75.4 387 49.8 477 44.0 627 64.3 408
Uttarakhand 64.9 214 282 73.0 95 422 68.6 16.0 34.6
Uttar Pradesh 52.7 123 134 59.4 177 245 55.8 14.8 185
West Bengal 68.5 1.0 95 777 5.9 231 69.4 105 108
All India 63.4 21.4 20.5 64.1 19.3 33.4 63.6 20.7 24.5

In all states, irrespective of school type, the majority of children who did some learning activity used traditional materials such as textbooks
and workbooks.

In many states, more government school going children used broadcast materials from TV and radio as compared to private school going
children. Broadcast materials were used the most widely by children in Telangana, Gujarat and Kerala (about 60%).

Online materials such as recorded videos and live online classes were used more by children enrolled in private schools than those in
government schools. This disparity exists across all states, but is the starkest in Odisha, Punjab and Tamil Nadu (Table 57).
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Table 58: % Enrolled children by the number of learning activities done during the reference week. By
state, parents’ education and number of activities. 2020

No 1 2 or more 2 or more 1 2 or more
activity activity | activities | activity activity | activities activity activity | activities

Andhra Pradesh 54.9 276 17.5 52.5 20.5 27.0 36.1 24.9 39.0
Arunachal Pradesh 245 231 52.4 175 14.2 68.4
Assam 55.6 314 13.0 38.4 39.3 223 32.0 30.6 374
Bihar 41.4 323 26.3 28.8 31.8 39.4 20.4 24.6 55.0
Chhattisgarh 253 39.9 34.9 215 322 46.3 175 26.0 56.5
Gujarat 14.3 23.0 62.8 7.9 135 78.6 4.8 9.6 85.6
Haryana 395 18.8 4.7 27.3 201 52.6 14.7 175 67.8
Himachal Pradesh 75 224 70.2 12.0 10.4 77.6
Jammu & Kashmir 52.2 237 241 36.8 29.6 33.6 377 25.0 374
Jharkhand 43.8 26.1 301 38.7 31.6 29.8 27.8 22.6 49.6
Karnataka 25.7 215 52.8 171 222 60.7 15.9 16.1 68.0
Kerala 55 4.0 90.5 54 72 875
Madhya Pradesh 23.7 215 54.8 225 19.9 57.6 17.2 227 60.1
Maharashtra 36.3 231 40.6 18.3 30.0 51.6 13.6 18.5 67.9
Manipur 254 15.6 59.0 19.3 25.8 549
Meghalaya 63.7 15.6 20.6 74.2 135 123

Nagaland 411 22.4 36.5 19.3 33.6 471 175 22.4 60.1
Odisha 412 313 27.6 33.0 34.2 32.8 205 26.6 53.0
Punjab 9.7 17.6 72.7 4.9 153 79.8 3.5 85 88.0
Rajasthan 57.2 20.7 221 48.0 21.6 30.4 312 14.0 54.8
Tamil Nadu 36.7 282 351 30.0 25.2 44.8 215 29.2 49.4
Telangana 1.6 241 64.3 10.6 19.6 69.8 13.0 19.2 67.9
Uttarakhand 40.8 18.5 40.7 32.0 21.8 46.2 135 26.4 60.1
Uttar Pradesh 50.9 219 271 383 225 39.2 28.8 171 541
West Bengal 357 3511 29.2 283 351 36.6 18.2 29.9 51.9
All India 40.8 26.2 33.0 30.1 26.1 439 19.6 20.9 59.5

We categorize parents’ education as follows: ‘low’ parental education includes families where both parents have completed Std V or less (including those
with no schooling). At the other end of the spectrum, the ‘high’ parental education category comprises families where both parents have completed at least
Std IX. All other parents are in the ‘medium’ category where there are many possible combinations.

Parental education level has a distinct influence on children who did learning activities. With increasing parental education level, the proportion
of children who did not do any activity decreases and that of children who performed 2 or more activities increases across all states.

Among children with parents in the 'low" education category, more than half the children did not do any activity in the reference week in
Rajasthan, Assam, Andhra Pradesh and Jammu & Kashmir.

On the other end, almost all children who have parents in the 'high' education category did two or more activities in the reference week
in Punjab, Gujarat and Kerala (Table 58).
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Table 59: % Enrolled children who did learning activities during the reference week. By state, parents’
education and type of material. 2020

Medium
Traditional | Broadcast Traditional | Broadcast Traditional | Broadcast

Andhra Pradesh 24.6 26.2 6.7 277 31.9 15.8 391 34.9 32.6
Arunachal Pradesh 69.4 12.0 35.6 773 17.4 547
Assam 40.5 35 7.6 56.9 8.3 10.9 63.5 10.8 222
Bihar 56.3 51 4.2 66.9 15 9.6 76.8 14.9 233
Chhattisgarh 70.6 10.2 22.0 721 9.6 34.8 73.7 9.9 45.0
Gujarat 77.6 48.2 351 835 59.9 56.6 87.9 61.2 76.1
Haryana 55.0 [N 29.5 64.0 18.9 41.8 78.9 17.5 472
Himachal Pradesh 86.2 6.6 65.0 81.7 6.8 73.2
Jammu & Kashmir 459 5.0 13.6 575 10.3 25.7 56.6 14.5 28.7
Jharkhand 514 8.7 15.7 571 7.2 19.1 65.3 17.9 38.8
Karnataka 69.8 234 21.2 76.4 275 301 76.3 301 421
Kerala 86.8 51.0 54.0 90.6 58.0 59.4
Madhya Pradesh 69.9 279 225 69.5 281 331 74.3 33.6 38.6
Maharashtra 521 30.5 22.8 70.7 334 36.0 76.8 41.6 51.6
Manipur 72.2 19.4 17.5 753 17.5 14.0
Meghalaya 351 4.0 7.0 254 05 3.6

Nagaland 57.2 4.0 15.7 77.6 8.7 31.0 79.6 203 321
Odisha 55.7 7.6 9.7 62.2 9.6 7.9 76.0 14.3 25.7
Punjab 87.2 26.4 451 89.1 24.8 58.6 932 16.5 773
Rajasthan 387 6.7 81 47.6 9.5 14.7 65.8 141 27.2
Tamil Nadu 56.0 34.8 10.8 56.4 433 17.9 60.2 42.6 333
Telangana 581 72.6 35.9 67.9 68.9 40.7 62.9 52.0 49.8
Uttarakhand 58.9 4.6 257 621 19.2 26.5 823 16.1 48.8
Uttar Pradesh 454 8.2 9.3 57.0 15.0 18.8 66.4 214 29.5
West Bengal 621 6.1 4.2 69.3 9.6 7.9 79.3 175 242
All India 53.8 14.4 12.7 63.2 20.3 22.2 73.2 26.6 38.4

We categorize parents’ education as follows: ‘low’ parental education includes families where both parents have completed Std V or less (including those
with no schooling). At the other end of the spectrum, the 'high” parental education category comprises families where both parents have completed at least
Std IX. All other parents are in the ‘'medium’ category where there are many possible combinations.

Irrespective of the type of material, more children whose parents are in the 'high' education category did learning activities in the
reference week.

This difference is especially stark when it comes to using online recorded videos or live classes to do a learning activity. For example, in
Punjab and Gujarat more than three-quarters of all children whose parents have completed Std IX or more did a learning activity using
online materials. In case of children with parents in 'low' parental education category, this percentage is less than 50% for all states
(Table 59).
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Table 60: % Enrolled children by the number of learning activities done during the reference week. By
state, sex and number of activities. 2020

No activity 1 activity ig{:\?t?g: No activity 1 activity ift:\/r?t?er:
Andhra Pradesh 522 22.9 24.9 48.5 221 29.4
Arunachal Pradesh 354 19.0 45.6 255 22.8 51.8
Assam 395 32.0 28.5 38.8 371 24.0
Bihar 311 293 39.6 30.6 31.2 38.2
Chhattisgarh 215 30.0 48.5 20.3 355 443
Gujarat 8.7 15.3 75.9 6.9 12.3 80.8
Haryana 252 19.4 55.4 243 18.4 572
Himachal Pradesh 101 14.9 75.0 13.2 15.4 7.4
Jammu & Kashmir 40.6 259 335 1.1 28.6 30.3
Jharkhand 37.8 26.5 35.7 39.1 29.0 31.9
Karnataka 203 201 59.7 16.9 19.8 63.3
Kerala 4.3 8.2 875 6.0 7.5 86.6
Madhya Pradesh 22.8 21.4 557 21.4 201 58.6
Maharashtra 18.9 239 57.3 16.2 24.2 59.6
Manipur 24.7 19.1 56.3 237 222 54.2
Meghalaya 651 135 215 55.8 20.0 242
Nagaland 212 28.0 50.8 242 277 481
Odisha 31.7 30.6 377 27.8 31.2 41.0
Punjab 55 130 815 5.0 135 815
Rajasthan 49.0 201 30.9 49.6 21.0 295
Tamil Nadu 28.7 26.8 44.6 26.4 28.0 457
Telangana 13.0 241 62.8 1.2 18.7 701
Uttarakhand 26.4 224 51.2 273 239 48.8
Uttar Pradesh 38.8 20.5 40.6 40.8 219 374
West Bengal 28.6 305 410 28.0 36.4 356
All India 30.3 24.0 45.7 29.2 25.3 45.5

Table 60 compares the proportion of boys and girls who did learning activities in the reference week, revealing that across most states,
marginally more boys did not do any activity as compared to girls.
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Table 61: % Enrolled children who did learning activities during the reference week. By state, sex and
type of material. 2020

Traditional Traditional Broadcast Online

Andhra Pradesh 281 291 14.8 29.5 325 19.5
Arunachal Pradesh 59.2 14.3 333 64.7 10.8 441
Assam 55.7 8.7 15.5 56.8 8.3 13.7
Bihar 65.3 10.2 12.2 66.3 10.5 10.0
Chhattisgarh 71.0 1.6 35.9 74.8 7.8 33.4
Gujarat 81.0 56.7 60.3 87.5 60.2 581
Haryana 67.5 15.2 411 68.1 19.0 429
Himachal Pradesh 82.3 6.5 72.0 815 6.1 66.2
Jammu & Kashmir 53.9 7.8 233 551 12.3 23]
Jharkhand 56.8 1.9 226 56.6 8.1 211
Karnataka 735 2611 30.8 76.6 29.0 325
Kerala 89.7 55.4 54.9 90.6 579 57.0
Madhya Pradesh 69.0 26.9 31.4 71.8 30.0 31.2
Maharashtra 711 35.7 419 73.0 38.6 43.0
Manipur 71.5 18.8 16.7 727 16.9 14.4
Meghalaya 33.8 15 7.9 43.8 4.0 9.9
Nagaland 76.3 n4 305 73.0 10.2 26.3
Odisha 64.8 1011 16.2 67.7 1.8 13.8
Punjab 89.4 20.3 64.0 90.8 23.8 62.8
Rajasthan 46.4 9.9 14.6 47.0 7.7 127
Tamil Nadu 553 414 242 59.7 442 19.6
Telangana 59.9 631 395 65.7 65.5 42.4
Uttarakhand 69.6 16.2 36.5 67.4 15.7 323
Uttar Pradesh 56.1 15.7 19.3 553 13.6 175
West Bengal 69.3 10.2 122 69.6 10.7 9.4
All India 62.7 20.4 249 64.5 211 23.9

Although the difference is very minor, in most states, more girls engaged with traditional materials and more boys engaged with online
materials (Table 61).
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Table 62: % Enrolled children by the number of learning activities done during the reference week. By
state, smartphone availability and number of activities. 2020

Available Not available
No activity 1 Activity 2 or more No activity 1 Activity 2 or more
activities activities

Andhra Pradesh 417 240 343 64.1 20.2 15.7
Arunachal Pradesh 232 20.7 56.1

Assam 337 32.8 335 47.6 370 15.4
Bihar 24.2 28.0 47.8 37.6 32.7 29.8
Chhattisgarh 18.3 29.6 521 29.4 435 271
Gujarat 7.0 122 80.8 1.6 22.7 65.7
Haryana 20.0 18.2 61.8 47.4 224 30.2
Himachal Pradesh 9.0 13.0 78.0 351 345 30.4
Jammu & Kashmir 34.0 28.9 371 63.6 212 15.2
Jharkhand 25.7 239 50.4 513 317 17.0
Karnataka 16.0 16.8 67.2 245 26.8 48.7
Kerala 4.6 7.4 88.0

Madhya Pradesh 18.5 17.7 63.8 281 259 46.0
Maharashtra 133 21.6 65.1 30.9 327 36.4
Manipur 235 201 56.4 28.0 235 48.5
Meghalaya 55.2 16.8 281 7.7 18.3 10.0
Nagaland 16.3 30.2 535 51.8 16.9 31.3
Odisha 25.0 23.7 513 34.6 374 281
Punjab 4.7 1.9 835 9.8 23.6 66.6
Rajasthan 435 203 36.3 59.0 20.8 20.2
Tamil Nadu 217 26.9 514 359 291 35.0
Telangana 10.6 19.7 69.7 16.9 265 56.7
Uttarakhand 233 21.2 555 371 294 33.6
Uttar Pradesh 324 20.6 47.0 483 21.6 30.2
West Bengal 24.8 30.3 449 315 36.3 32.2
All India 23.5 22.0 54.5 40.0 28.8 31.3

The availability of a smartphone in the household makes a marked difference in children's engagement with learning activities in all states;
overall, 40% children who do not have a smartphone did not engage in any learning activity as compared to 23.5% children who have a
smartphone at home.

The proportion of children without smartphones who did not engage in any activity in the reference week is especially high for the states of
Andhra Pradesh, Jammu & Kashmir and Meghalaya (60%).

In contrast, in Gujarat and Punjab, over two-thirds of all enrolled children without smartphones engaged in two or more activities (Table 62).
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Table 63: % Enrolled children who did learning activities during the reference week. By state,
smartphone availability and type of material. 2020

State

Andhra Pradesh 32.8 347 26.7 223 24.4 1.8
Arunachal Pradesh 68.2 13.9 457

Assam 61.2 8.8 219 485 8.0 35
Bihar 712 13.4 19.3 60.3 7.2 2.7
Chhattisgarh 741 9.3 43.0 67.9 1.0 7.0
Guijarat 83.9 60.1 67.4 85.9 49.7 17.4
Haryana 723 17.9 48.4 46.7 121 1.6
Himachal Pradesh 84.0 6.2 74.8 62.7 7.4 18.4
Jammu & Kashmir 60.0 n7 28.6 35.7 3.8 4.9
Jharkhand 67.3 15.0 39.8 46.0 5.0 3.4
Karnataka 76.7 301 421 713 217 8.7
Kerala 921 55.9 575

Madhya Pradesh 733 301 453 65.4 25.6 7.8
Maharashtra 76.0 379 531 59.7 34.2 77

Manipur 72.6 17.3 17.8 69.2 203 31

Meghalaya 441 33 1.5 275 2.0 25
Nagaland 81.6 12.3 321 43.4 3.9 13
Odisha 70.7 13.7 277 61.7 8.2 2.7
Punjab 90.9 20.8 69.0 83.4 29.7 212
Rajasthan 515 9.2 19.7 385 8.5 35
Tamil Nadu 63.5 42.6 295 48.2 44.2 8.8
Telangana 64.4 62.1 511 58.4 70.1 1.4
Uttarakhand 727 14.2 419 56.5 217 15
Uttar Pradesh 61.6 19.0 30.1 48.7 9.8 4.9
West Bengal 72.6 13.7 181 66.5 7.6 43
All India 68.7 24.3 36.3 55.4 14.9 5.2

As seen in the previous table, a much higher proportion of children who have a smartphone at home engaged with online materials/classes as
compared to children who do not have a smartphone. In the case of the latter, engagement with traditional materials was the most common.

Across all types of materials, a higher proportion of children with a smartphone did some learning activity in the reference week as
compared to children who do not have a smartphone.

In the states of Telangana, Gujarat and Tamil Nadu, close to half the children without a smartphone made use of broadcast material to do
some learning activity (Table 63).
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Table 64 and 65: % Enrolled children who had contact with their school teacher in the reference week
to discuss learning materials/activities or child's progress/well-being. By state, school type and
parents’ education. 2020

By school type By parents' education

State

Andhra Pradesh 30.7 31.2 30.9 29.5 279 433
Arunachal Pradesh 329 42.2 37.2 35.7 39.8
Assam 18.5 40.2 255 16.5 20.9 35.9
Bihar 15.4 36.1 18.9 14.4 18.7 26.8
Chhattisgarh 42.4 473 43.8 379 411 54.8
Gujarat 79.2 77.0 78.9 713 773 85.0
Haryana 60.4 62.8 615 573 62.4 63.7
Himachal Pradesh 73.6 79.4 76.1 72.4 79.5
Jammu & Kashmir 36.6 445 40.0 334 1.3 423
Jharkhand 323 314 321 28.0 31.8 39.9
Karnataka 65.9 62.5 65.0 56.3 66.4 69.0
Kerala 76.2 741 75.4 75.0 773
Madhya Pradesh 56.8 44.0 53.0 511 531 56.5
Maharashtra 62.7 58.0 61.0 44.8 58.9 65.7
Manipur 24.2 20.2 20.7 17.4 221
Meghalaya 26.4 31.7 294 20.7 25.8

Nagaland 414 70.8 60.8 54.4 63.6 62.3
Odisha 243 40.6 27.0 20.5 224 354
Punjab 785 71.6 75.0 78.4 753 73.4
Rajasthan 351 31.9 33.9 30.6 334 41.5
Tamil Nadu 43.0 51.3 454 325 477 50.3
Telangana 70.9 46.0 60.8 522 65.9 58.8
Uttarakhand 63.2 66.4 64.6 57.8 56.7 76.9
Uttar Pradesh 29.7 34.4 31.9 237 332 39.9
West Bengal 13.6 35.8 15.7 9.5 125 293
All India 37.6 442 39.6 30.2 38.5 49.7

We categorize parents’ education as follows: ‘low’ parental education includes families where both parents have completed Std V or less (including
those with no schooling). At the other end of the spectrum, the 'high’ parental education category comprises families where both parents have
completed at least Std IX. All other parents are in the ‘'medium’ category where there are many possible combinations.

The contact between teachers and parents shows substantial variation by state. For example, in Assam, Bihar and West Bengal, less than
20% parents of children going to government schools had contact with their school teacher in the reference week as opposed to Gujarat,
Punjab and Kerala, where this proportion is more than 75%.

As was observed in the national findings, in most states, parents of children in private schools were more likely to be in contact with the
school teacher as opposed to those of government school going children. The only significant exceptions are Telangana, Madhya Pradesh
and Punjab (Table 64).

As reflected in the national trends, in all states, more children of parents with 'high' education levels had more contact with their school
teacher as compared to children of parents with 'low' education levels. The most marked differences is seen in Maharashtra.

However, in Punjab, Gujarat, Haryana and Uttarakhand, more than half of all children with parents in the 'low' education category had
contact with their school teachers (Table 65).
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Chart 10: Statewise chart showing % of Govt school children who had contact with their school teacher
in the reference week to discuss learning materials/activities or child’'s progress/well-being. 2020
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Table 66 and 67: % Enrolled children who had contact with their school teacher in the reference week
to discuss learning materials/activities or child's progress/well-being. By state, sex and smartphone
availability. 2020

State Boys Girls Available Not available
Andhra Pradesh 29.8 320 36.0 22.7
Arunachal Pradesh 342 40.4 36.7

Assam 251 259 32,6 14.5
Bihar 18.7 19.2 223 15.5
Chhattisgarh 44.6 432 473 35.0
Gujarat 76.4 81.6 79.3 77.0
Haryana 58.3 65.2 651 449
Himachal Pradesh 79.4 72.4 79.4 46.2
Jammu & Kashmir 38.9 1.2 41.6 341
Jharkhand 32.7 31.5 443 19.6
Karnataka 64.7 65.3 66.5 61.4
Kerala 753 75.6 77.0

Madhya Pradesh 51.8 542 58.4 43.8
Maharashtra 60.6 61.2 64.8 48.8
Manipur 16.8 24.5 219 4.4
Meghalaya 25.8 321 35.6 135
Nagaland 61.6 60.0 63.5 48.9
Odisha 265 273 313 2211
Punjab 73.0 776 73.9 83.6
Rajasthan 335 345 37.0 28.8
Tamil Nadu 46.2 445 49.0 39.7
Telangana 58.8 63.0 62.9 55.2
Uttarakhand 64.4 65.1 67.8 55.0
Uttar Pradesh 32.0 31.8 37.8 24.9
West Bengal 18.2 13.3 205 1n.5
All India 39.4 39.9 46.8 28.0

Across most states, parents of girls had marginally more contact with teachers as opposed to those of boys (Table 66).

Without exception, in all states, more parents with a smartphone available were in contact with teachers as opposed to parents without
smartphones. This difference is especially stark in Himachal Pradesh, Jharkhand and Meghalaya.

However, in the states of Gujarat, Karnataka and Punjab, even among families where no smartphones were available, most parents had
contact with teachers (Table 67).
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