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Table 3: Conley Cutoff Distances

Conley Cutoff Distance (km)

250 500 750 1000 1250 1500

Coefficient -0.017 -0.017 -0.017 -0.017 -0.017 -0.017
Standard Error 0.008 0.008 0.008 0.008 0.008 0.008
P-value 0.028 0.029 0.037 0.034 0.032 0.029

Month * Cell FE Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Year FE Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Controls Quadratic Quadratic Quadratic Quadratic Quadratic Quadratic

Notes: This table reports the coefficients, standard errors and p-values for the main specification, i.e. column
(4) in Table 2, with 6 different Conley (2008) distance cutoffs, both with longer and shorter distances than the
one in the main specification (1,000 km).
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Table 4: Effect of Piracy Patrols: Coastal District Sample

Outcome: # Attacks

Sample included after July 2005: 1 year 2 years 3 years 4 years

A: Direct effect of Piracy Patrols

Patrolled * Post -0.49 -0.30 -0.23 -0.20
(0.076)*** (0.069)*** (0.075)*** (0.069)***
[0.12]*** [0.10]*** [0.10]** [0.098]**

B: Heterogeneous effects by fishing conditions

Patrolled * Post -0.62 -0.48 -0.45 -0.42
(0.11)*** (0.078)*** (0.075)*** (0.075)***
[0.16]*** [0.13]*** [0.12]*** [0.11]***

Patrolled * Post * Above Median 0.15 0.29 0.37 0.37
(0.11) (0.11)*** (0.099)*** (0.10)***
[0.19] [0.18] [0.16]** [0.16]**

Observations 5424 6780 8112 9468
Mean of Outcome 0.34 0.32 0.29 0.26

Coast * Month FE Yes Yes Yes Yes
Year * Month FE Yes Yes Yes Yes
Controls Quadratic Quadratic Quadratic Quadratic

Notes: Panel A in this table reports the results from estimating equation (3) for the coastal district sample.
All attacks within 50 nautical miles from shore are included in this analysis to ensure that all relevant attacks
are captured. The columns present the estimate for one, two, three and four years after the initiation of pa-
trols. Panel B implement a triple difference strategy where the DID variables from Panel A are interacted with
the measure of good fishing conditions. All regressions control for above median fishing conditions as well as
quadratic functions of accumulated rainfall, wind speed and wave height. Robust standard errors in parenthesis
are clustered on the coastal district and Conley (2008) standard errors that are adjusted for both spatial and
temporal correlations (assuming a distance cut-off of 1,000 km) in brackets.
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Figure 1: Map of Fish Abundance Areas

Notes: This figure shows a map of areas of fish abundance in the eastern part of Indonesia produced by
experts at the Indonesian Institute for Marine Research and Observation. These estimates have been used
to validate the measure of fishing conditions in the paper.
Source: The map is from website of the Ministry of Marine Affairs and Fisheries
(http://kkp.go.id/index.php/category/peta-prakiraan-daerah-penangkapan-ikan/).
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Figure 2: Regressions with Raw Measure of Fishing Conditions

(a) Cell sample
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(b) Coast sample
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Notes: This figure plots the response function of linear and polynomial regressions using the raw measure of fishing conditions as
defined in Section II in the paper (which ranges between 0 and 1) as well as the density of the variable. All regressions control for
location by month fixed effects, year fixed effects as well as for a second degree polynomial of wind speed, wave height and accumulated
rainfall. The top three figures in Panel A are using the cell sample, whereas the bottom three figures run the corresponding regressions
for the coastal district sample (with the number of attacks within 20 nautical miles as outcome). The shaded areas illustrate the range
of the 95 percent confidence intervals based on standard errors clustered at the geographical unit of analysis. Note the heavy skewness
of the variables which provides an additional reason for using the above median definition of fishing conditions in the main analysis.
Source: Figure is based on Author’s own calculations using the data presented in Table A1 in the paper.


