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Table 1: Effect of Notice Laws on EITC Claim Rate (No Economic Controls)

(1) (2) (3) (4)
Notice Law -0.0089*  -0.0091* -0.0088* 0.0007
(0.0044) (0.0041) (0.0041) (0.0032)
State and Year FE Yes Yes Yes Yes
Demographic Controls No Yes Yes Yes
Transfer Policy Controls No No Yes Yes
State-Specific Time Trends No No No Yes
Control Group Mean 0.1471 0.1471 0.1471 0.1471
Observations 780 780 780 780

Notes: Specifications are based on Table 3 with the exception that the time-varying

state demographic controls exclude the following variables: wage, unemployment, and the
fractions of employees eligible for maximum EITC, one-child EITC, and childless EITC.
Standard errors clustered by state in parentheses. Asterisks denote significance at the 1%
(***), 5% (**), and 10% (*) levels.



Table 2: Effect of Notification Laws on EITC Claim Rate (Quadratic State-
Specific Time Trends)

(1)

Notice Law 0.0027
(0.0015)
State and Year FE Yes
Demographic Controls Yes
Transfer Policy Controls Yes
Quadratic State-Specific Time Trend Yes
Control Group Mean 0.1471
Observations 780

Notes: The specification is based on Table 3, Column
4 except that the state-specific time trends are
quadratic instead of linear. Standard errors clustered
by state in parentheses. Asterisks denote significance
at the 1% (***), 5% (**), and 10% (*) levels.

Table 3: Other Behavioral Effects of Notification Laws (Without State-Specific
Time Trends)

(1) (2) 3) (4) )
Filing EITC Claim Rate  Log Total Bunching Bunching
Rate (Among Filers) Employees (Employees) (Self-Emp.)
Notice Law 0.0003 -0.0052** -0.0061 0.0014 0.0022
(0.0021) (0.0016) (0.0247) (0.0011) (0.0051)
State and Year FE Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Demographic Controls Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Transfer Policy Controls Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
State-Specific Time Trends No No No No No
Control Group Mean 0.9150 0.1612 1,984,979 0.0379 0.1056
Observations 780 780 780 780 780

Notes: Specifications are based on Table 4, Column 3. The outcomes are as follows. Column 1: the
fraction of employees who file a tax return. Column 2: fraction of employees who claim the EITC
conditional on filing a tax return. Column 3: log of total quantity of employees in a jurisdiction.
Column 4: fraction of employee EITC claimants whose reported earnings are within $500 of the

first EITC kink point associated with their household size. Column 5: fraction of all EITC claimants
with positive self-employment income whose total reported earnings are within $500 of the first
EITC kink pointed associated with their household size. Standard errors clustered by state in
parentheses. Asterisks denote significance at the 1% (¥**), 5% (**), and 10% (*) levels.



Table 4: Other Behavioral Effects of Notice Laws (No Economic Controls)

(M 2) ®3) (4) (5)
Filing EITC Claim Rate  Log Total Bunching Bunching
Rate (Among Filers) Employees (Employees)  (Self-Emp.)
Notice Law -0.0004 0.0008 -0.0164 0.0012 0.0079
(0.0014) (0.0037) (0.0336) (0.0010) (0.0041)
State and Year FE Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Demographic Controls Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Transfer Policy Controls Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
State-Specific Time Trends Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Control Group Mean 0.9150 0.1612 1,984,979 0.0379 0.1056
Observations 780 780 780 780 780

Notes: Specifications are based on Table 3, Column 4 with the exception that the demographic
controls exclude the following economic variables: wage, unemployment, and the fractions of the
employees eligible for maximum EITC, one-child EITC, and childless EITC. Column 1:

outcome is the fraction of employees who file a tax return. Column 2: fraction of employees who
claim the EITC conditional on filing a tax return. Column 3: log of total quantity of employees in

in a jurisdiction. Column 4: fraction of employee EITC claimants whose reported earnings are within

$500 of the first kink point associated with their household size. Column 5: fraction of all EITC
claimants with positive self-employment income whose total reported earnings are within $500

of the first EITC kink pointed associated with their household size. Standard errors clustered by
state in parentheses. Asterisks denote significance at the 1% (***), 5% (**), and 10% (*) levels.

Table 5: Heterogeneity by State EITC Provision

(1) (2)

State No State
EITC EITC
Notice Law 0.0004 0.0011
(0.0016) (0.0031)
Control Group Mean 0.133 0.160
Observations 390 390

Note: The table replicates Table 3, Column 4, separating the sample by
whether the state offers a State EITC during the sample period.

The outcome is the EITC Claim Rate. Standard errors clustered by state
in parentheses. Asterisks denote significance at the 1% (***), 5% (**),
and 10% (*) levels.
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Figure 1: Trends in EITC Claim Rate For Each Treated Jurisdiction and its
Synthetic Control
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Notes: The figure presents the results from the synthetic control method. The vertical line

represents the year that the Notice Law was first effective.



