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CPS and Difference (Admin-CPS Values) Predicted annual shortfall in self-reported SNAP, conditional on positive value in both CPS and administrative receipt. Next steps will expand our analysis using administrative records from more
_ administrative data.

data. Regressions include controls for year, age, gender, MSA, employment, and disability status. Statistical states and years. More importantly, our project will evaluate additional SPM resource
Notes: Unweighted and excluding imputed SNAP values. Annual differences are reported only significance as follows: * p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001 ’

for those who reported receiving SNAP in CPS and administrative records (N=948). components beyond SNAP administrative records.

Note: Adjusted using inverse probability weights (IPW) and excluding imputed SNAP values
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