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Foreword
In the wake of the food crises of the early 1970s and the resulting World Food Conference of 1974, a 

group of innovators realized that food security depends not only on crop production, but also on the 

policies that affect food systems, from farm to table. The International Food Policy Research Institute 

(IFPRI) was founded in 1975, and for the past 38 years, IFPRI has worked to provide solid research for 

evidence-based policy options to partners in donor and recipient countries.

The United Kingdom’s Department for International Development (DFID) is the largest bilateral donor to 

development-focused research. As such, DFID fosters the new technologies and ideas that are essential 

to tackling some of our greatest challenges, such as the achievement of the Millennium Development 

Goals. In June 2002, the International Development Act made poverty reduction the official focus of 

DFID’s work, and the department has risen to meet the challenge. DFID strives to tackle root causes 

of hunger, particularly in Africa. It emphasizes improving agricultural productivity and innovation, 

promoting climate change resiliency, and ensuring food and nutrition security through cash transfers, 

biofortification, and other means.

Achieving global food and nutrition security goals remains as urgent as ever. Feeding a growing 

population, projected to reach 9 billion by 2050, will require significant increases in agricultural 

productivity. With nearly 75 percent of the poor living in rural areas in developing countries, agricultural 

growth is poised to make a big difference, because it is three to six times more effective in reducing 

poverty than growth in other sectors. IFPRI’s key priority areas, outlined in its 2013–2018 Strategy, mirror 

DFID’s: ensuring sustainable food production and promoting healthy food systems, which includes good 

nutrition. In fact, the prime minister has led an international effort to reduce, by 2025, the number of 

children who are stunted due to malnutrition by 40 percent. However, meeting such ambitious targets 

will require a sea change in current policies.

Through its food policy research, IFPRI—in collaboration with many longstanding partners, including 

DFID—has contributed to reducing poverty and improving food security for the world’s poor. According 

to a landmark 2003 study on the impact of crop improvement research from 1965 to 1998, agricultural 

research is a good investment: every US$1 invested in CGIAR research yields approximately US$9 worth 

of additional food in the developing world. By serving as a trusted voice on food policy issues, IFPRI 

helps to change thinking and provide evidence about how to improve food and nutrition security. This 

brochure highlights some of the key collaborations between IFPRI and DFID.
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Supporting Evidence-Based 
Agricultural Policy
Comprehensive Africa Agriculture  

Development Programme

MOTIVATION

The African Union’s ratification of the Comprehensive 

Africa Agriculture Development Programme (CAADP) 

in 2003 solidified the commitment of African govern-

ments to the agricultural sector as a driver of economic 

growth. Participating African governments commit-

ted to allocate 10 percent of their national budgets to 

agriculture in order to help achieve a 6 percent annual 

agricultural growth rate. After ratification, however, 

there was an urgent need to implement this important 

commitment in countries and regions across Africa. 

Fulfilling this commitment required technical and 

analytical capacity as well as the knowledge and tools 

necessary to guide the planning and implementation 

of the program. The Secretariat of the New Partnership 

for Africa’s Development and leading development 

agencies, including DFID, requested that IFPRI support 

CAADP’s implementation agenda from 2006 to 2009 

by (1) providing technical assistance to the Secretariat, 

(2) supporting capacity building of regional economic 

communities, and (3) establishing the Regional Strategic 

Analysis and Knowledge Support Systems (ReSAKSS). 

IFPRI’s facilitation of the implementation process proved 

to be valuable for strengthening CAADP. CAADP sub-

sequently began a new phase of its work, from 2010 to 

2015, with funding from the US Agency for International 

Development and the Bill & Melinda Gates Foundation.

OUTCOMES

 X During the 16 CAADP country roundtables, key 

players gathered to develop roadmaps for going 

forward. This process identified priority areas for 

investment through “CAADP Compact” agree-

ments that were signed by all key partners. The 30 

national compacts signed during the CAADP round-

tables contain specific commitments to agricultural 

policies, budgetary expenditures, development 

assistance, and policy dialogue to ensure that coun-

tries meet the CAADP growth and budget targets. 

One of IFPRI’s main contributions to the process has 

been the construction of analytical tools and base-

line data that are now available for all countries 

where IFPRI works.
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 X CAADP has helped to raise the profile of agri-

culture, leading several countries to meet the 

10 percent target and encouraging others to move 

in that direction. According to ReSAKSS, Burkina 

Faso, Burundi, the Democratic Republic of Congo, 

Ghana, Guinea, Mali, Niger, Senegal, São Tomé and 

Principe, Rwanda, Sudan, and Togo have shown 

a consistent increase in their agricultural sector 

expenditure share since 2003.

 X Multilateral and bilateral development agencies 

have embraced CAADP as a framework for devel-

opment assistance. Moreover, CAADP has been 

adopted as a model of strategy development and 

implementation outside of Africa. For example, 

non-African countries must follow a CAADP-

like process in order to be eligible for the Global 

Agriculture & Food Security Program (GAFSP). Also, 

ReSAKSS has been exported to Asia.

 X The investment plans and technical review results 

from the compacts have allowed 11 African coun-

tries—Burundi, Ethiopia, the Gambia, Liberia, 

Malawi, Niger, Rwanda, Senegal, Sierra Leone, 

Tanzania, and Togo—to secure a total of US$430.5 

million from the multi-donor GAFSP. The plans 

have also allowed several bilateral agencies, includ-

ing USAID under the US government’s Feed the 

Future program, to start scaling up agricultural 

sector and food security assistance to a number of 

African countries.

Uganda Strategy Support Program

MOTIVATION

For Uganda to strengthen its economic transformation, 

the country must enhance pro-poor growth, improve 

competitiveness, and achieve efficient public invest-

ment in agricultural development. To address these 

challenges and boost the impact of agricultural growth, 

the government of Uganda invited IFPRI to develop 

the Uganda Strategy Support Program (USSP) in 2007. 

Donors, including DFID, supported USSP to build local 

capacity and contribute to policy-relevant research for 

the design and implementation of Uganda’s agricul-

tural and rural development strategies.

OUTCOMES

 X To help Uganda reach the CAADP target of 6 per-

cent agricultural growth, IFPRI supported Ugandan 

institutional partners, such as the Secretariat for 

the Plan for Modernisation of Agriculture, to 

develop an evidence base for the formulation of 

the country’s Agricultural Sector Development 

Strategy and Investment Plan. This plan, which 

includes investments to enhance sustainable pro-

duction and improve access to markets, as well 

as to support a diverse portfolio of agricultural 

commodities, is the center of the Uganda CAADP 

Compact signed in March 2010 by the Ugandan 

government and a number of regional and interna-

tional stakeholders and donors.

 X The production and analysis of new agricultural 

datasets by the Uganda Bureau of Statistics have 

helped stakeholders in Uganda’s agricultural sector 
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treated higher prices more as an opportunity for 

Uganda’s farmers than as a serious threat to the wel-

fare of poor households.

 X IFPRI researchers were members of the Uganda 

Nutrition Action Plan (UNAP) drafting commit-

tee and provided research results, particularly on 

nutrition policy processes, to determine UNAP’s 

priorities and to shape its content and presentation 

before Uganda’s president formally launched it in 

November 2011.

Ethiopia Strategy Support Program

MOTIVATION

Development strategies in Ethiopia aimed at helping 

the poor in rural areas face several challenges in their 

design, implementation, and monitoring. For instance, 

the country is trying to address crucial questions about 

which regions to target for investments and how to 

select the appropriate types of investments to achieve 

goals such as economic growth, food security, and 

poverty reduction. To help provide country-specific 

answers, IFPRI launched the Ethiopia Strategy Support 

Program (ESSP) in 2004. After a successful first phase, 

IFPRI initiated a second phase in 2008 with a focus on 

diverse research topics ranging from Ethiopia’s rural-

urban transformation to its agricultural productivity.

Through the years, with support from several donors, 

including DFID, the ESSP has promoted sustainable 

development and poverty reduction in Ethiopia 

through policy-oriented research, capacity building, 

institution strengthening, and an open dialogue on 

economic and agricultural policy issues.

OUTCOMES

 X IFPRI’s research and technical support on agricul-

tural commodity markets led to the launch of the 

Ethiopia Commodity Exchange (ECX). The ECX is 

better understand the potential trajectories for agri-

cultural development and the development’s impli-

cations for Uganda’s smallholder farmers.

IFPRI produced or contributed to timely studies that 

have informed the national policy discourse:

 X One study assessed how to invest future oil revenues, 

which are expected to be significant, to support 

agricultural growth and mitigate the negative eco-

nomic consequences faced by countries that experi-

ence such windfall gains. This study is part of the 

literature informing the Ugandan government as it 

decides how to use these new revenues—including 

how much to invest in the agricultural sector.

 X Another study evaluated the likely impact of rising 

global food prices on poor households in the short 

term and medium to long term. The study found 

that global food price changes have a minimal effect 

on domestic markets and that the diversity of staples 

available for consumption enhances the resilience of 

Ugandan households. This information formed part 

of the government’s justification for its conservative 

response to higher global food prices: public officials 
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now generating market information for farmers, 

which contributes to making some commodity prices 

more transparent.

 X IFPRI has done comprehensive capacity building at 

partner institutions such as the Central Statistical 

Agency, the Ethiopian Development Research 

Institute, and national universities. Tangible outputs 

of this work are the 40 working papers and research 

notes published since 2009, which improve access to 

relevant research at the country level. Some of these 

analyses have provided timely inputs to the govern-

ment’s formulation of exchange rate and wheat-

price stabilization policies; others have supported 

CAADP by identifying the implications of agricultural 

investments for growth and poverty.

 X Together with local partners, IFPRI has published 

several atlases that have been met with keen inter-

est from stakeholders. In particular, the Atlas of the 

Ethiopian Rural Economy (2006), the Population and 

Housing Census Atlas of Ethiopia 2007 (2011), and 

the Atlas of Agricultural Statistics, 2006/07–2010/11 

(2011) are in high demand and used for policy dia-

logue and decisionmaking.

Impact Evaluation to 
Inform Decisionmaking
Ethiopia’s Productive Safety Net Programme

MOTIVATION

Over the years, Ethiopia has received a large proportion 

of Africa’s emergency food aid. In 2005, the Government 

of Ethiopia revised its strategy for distributing this aid 

and created Ethiopia’s Productive Safety Net Programme 

(PSNP). With an annual budget of approximately US$350 

million, PSNP is the largest social protection program in 

Africa south of the Sahara (excluding South Africa), reach-

ing 1.3 million people directly. In 2008, together with local 

partners and with the support of DFID, IFPRI assessed the 

impact of PSNP and concluded that program participants 

were more likely to be food secure, borrow for produc-

tive purposes, use improved agricultural technologies, and 

operate their own nonfarm business activities.

OUTCOMES

According to a 2013 IFPRI-commissioned external 

review, IFPRI’s work in Ethiopia has been extremely 

useful in identifying and resolving operational 
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problems as they occur, measuring program out-

comes and impacts, keeping both domestic and donor 

stakeholders well informed about the program’s suc-

cess, and ensuring continuing donor support. IFPRI’s 

work also provides multiple donors with a common 

source of information about target populations and 

how they were affected by the PSNP. These efforts 

served to harmonize donor views regarding what was 

or was not working and helped them pursue a com-

mon approach.

IFPRI’s contributions to the PSNP resulted in continu-

ing improvements in and positive outcomes from the 

operation of the PSNP’s subprograms. These subpro-

grams confer welfare gains by reducing food insecurity 

and increasing accumulation of productive assets and 

help to secure additional commitments by the donor 

community for the program, as evidenced by the recent 

reauthorization to which donors have committed 

US$2.3 billion more over the coming five years.

Positive outcomes from IFPRI’s contributions to PSNP 

include the following:

 X Because of the size and scope of the program, 

more than 7 million of the country’s most impover-

ished people experienced gains in household food 

security and asset accumulation. IFPRI’s substantial 

contribution to these aggregate benefits comes from 

the operational changes introduced as a result of its 

monitoring and evaluation activities.

 X Initial evaluation results directly influenced three 

aspects of PSNP in its first years of operation: (1) 

the setting of appropriate wage rates for individu-

als involved in the public works component of the 

program, (2) the definition of criteria for graduation 

from PSNP, and (3) the focus on ensuring timely pay-

ment of wages to program beneficiaries.

 X IFPRI’s assessments influenced the World Bank on 

two different occasions to renew support for PSNP. 

The first occasion was in 2008, when the bank 

considered a request for US$2.2 billion to fund the 

program for five more years; at the time, the Project 

Appraisal Document submitted to the World Bank’s 

Executive Board in support of a request cited IFPRI’s 

work. The second was in 2012 when IFPRI’s evalu-

ation work, completed in cooperation with the 

Institute of Development Studies, influenced the 

World Bank’s decision to give the PSNP an additional 

US$370 million.

 X As a result of an assessment indicating PSNP’s effec-

tiveness in keeping 7.6 million people from requiring 

emergency assistance, development agencies such 

as DFID and the World Bank provided additional 

funding to improve the nutrition of women and 

young children through community-oriented care 

and practices.
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 X Ethiopia’s Ministry of Agriculture and Rural 

Development used IFPRI’s impact evaluation find-

ings in its document, Food Security Programme 

2010–14: Productive Safety Net, to support its 

“Key Lessons Learned.” The document acknowl-

edged the need for broader economic- and mar-

ket-oriented approaches to poverty reduction. 

In addition, the Ministry has confirmed its plans 

to employ the data collected for IFPRI’s impact 

assessment to gauge PSNP’s achievements and to 

inform efforts to improve it.

 X The 2013 external independent assessment con-

cluded that “IFPRI has played a key role in the moni-

toring and evaluation (M&E) of the PSNP’s effec-

tiveness in addressing the formidable food security 

challenges faced by Ethiopia’s poorest citizens.”

Improving Nutrition  
and Health in  
Vulnerable Countries
HarvestPlus

MOTIVATION

Micronutrient malnutrition, also known as “hidden 

hunger,” afflicts billions of people worldwide. This 

widespread deficiency in essential minerals and vita-

mins can be devastating: it can cause blindness, affect 

physical and mental development in children, increase 

susceptibility to infectious diseases, and even lead to 

premature death. Since 2004, HarvestPlus has sought 

to reduce micronutrient malnutrition through biofor-

tification: breeding staple crops for a higher content 

in key micronutrients. HarvestPlus, funded by ongoing 

support from numerous donors, including DFID, targets 

crops widely consumed by the poor and malnourished 

in Asia and Africa, thereby aiming for greater impact 

among the most affected populations. In particular, 

HarvestPlus is biofortifying beans, pearl millet, cassava, 

maize, sweet potato, rice, and wheat with one of three 

nutrients—provitamin A, iron, or zinc—to help reduce 

micronutrient malnutrition in developing countries 

around the world.

OUTCOMES

 X In Africa, a pilot dissemination project to promote 

provitamin A-biofortified orange-fleshed sweet 

potato among rural farming communities led to 

more people eating the sweet potatoes. As a result, 

provitamin A intake for women and children dou-

bled in Mozambique, while in Uganda it increased 

by two-thirds for children and nearly doubled for 

women. The findings from Mozambique were 

published in the British Journal of Nutrition and 

attracted significant media coverage.

 X In Uganda, where orange sweet potato was deliv-

ered to 10,000 farming households in 2012, the 

Ministry of Health included biofortified crops in its 

monitoring and evaluation plan for micronutrients. 

HarvestPlus’ work also contributed to the local 

Scaling Up Nutrition framework and to the govern-

ment’s new Nutrition Plan.

 X In Nigeria, the Federal Ministry of Agriculture and 

Rural Development launched three new provi-

tamin A-rich cassava varieties in 2012. As part of 

its Agricultural Transformation Agenda, the fed-

eral government will support multiplication and 
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dissemination of these varieties to 1.8 million farmers 

in the coming years.

 X In Zambia, three provitamin A maize varieties were 

released during 2012.

 X In Rwanda, five high-iron bean varieties have been 

released, reaching 136,000 farming households in 

the country.

 X In the Democratic Republic of Congo, 40,000 farming 

households are consuming five high-iron bean varieties.

 X In India, in partnership with private-sector partner 

Nirmal Seeds, one high-iron pearl millet variety 

was commercialized and released in 2012, reaching 

25,000 farming households. Additionally, HarvestPlus 

entered four promising high-zinc wheat varieties 

into the Participatory Variety Selection on-farm trials 

in the country.

 X In Brazil, the municipality of Juiz de Fora, in a joint 

effort with Embrapa (the state-owned Brazilian 

Agricultural Research Corporation) and HarvestPlus, 

is introducing biofortified products as part of school 

meals for 50,000 children. As farmers grow these bio-

fortified crops, the school lunch program will provide 

a market for them: the program requires that 30 

percent of the food for school meals be purchased 

from smallholders.

Pro-Poor Avian Influenza Risk-Reduction Program

MOTIVATION

Highly pathogenic avian influenza (HPAI) poses a 

major threat to human and animal health. In 2003, 

after the disease spread to Asia and beyond, policy-

makers realized they lacked the necessary informa-

tion to choose biologically effective and economically 

efficient disease control measures that also protect 

the livelihoods of the rural poor. The most widely 

practiced method for controlling the spread of the 

“bird flu” virus (HPAI) has been the immediate cull-

ing of infected birds. However, if smallholders are not 

compensated for the loss of their culled birds, they 

may be reluctant to report outbreaks. Underreporting 

contributes to the spread of HPAI, which in turn can 

lead to more widespread income losses for small 

farmers. To respond to the challenge of HPAI contain-

ment, program teams led by the Food and Agriculture 
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Organization of the United Nations and IFPRI, with 

support from DFID and in collaboration with the 

International Livestock Research Institute, worked 

in Ethiopia, Ghana, Indonesia, Kenya, Nigeria, and 

Vietnam from 2007 to 2011 to develop evidence-

based responses to HPAI that are mindful of small-

holder systems.

OUTCOMES

 X IFPRI contributed to a better understanding of 

how HPAI is spread, what the critical control 

points for HPAI risk mitigation are, and what 

would be cost-effective pro-poor risk reduction 

strategies. In all these areas, IFPRI’s findings were 

particularly relevant for resource-poor countries. 

Further, the program both helped to shape the 

effective incentives policy that enabled adoption 

of control and prevention strategies and gener-

ated the new decisionmaking and communication 

processes needed to incorporate research findings 

from this project into national HPAI control and 

prevention policy.

 X After Ghana became the first African country 

to be hit by HPAI, IFPRI facilitated a stakeholder 

meeting that provided the Ministry of Food & 

Agriculture with critical information. Using an 

innovative interview-based mapping tool, the 

group discovered that farmers in Ghana received 

compensation for reporting infected birds, but 

traders did not. Traders, therefore, sometimes 

failed to communicate suspicious bird deaths or 

even sold contaminated birds, which contributed 

to the spread of the disease.

 X In the Mekong region (Cambodia, Thailand, and 

Vietnam), IFPRI produced information that led the 

countries to coordinate HPAI control efforts and 

revise culling strategies (from radical to targeted 

culling), substantially reducing the negative impact 

of disease control on livelihoods.

 X In all program countries, IFPRI introduced or 

adjusted risk assessment and risk analysis proce-

dures during or after the program’s implementa-

tion. Staff from relevant ministries benefited from 

IFPRI’s capacity-building efforts in risk analysis and 

strengthened their ability to evaluate risk-manage-

ment options, assess institutional capabilities, and 

analyze livelihood impacts of control measures for 

other diseases.

 X Overall, the program has generated new knowl-

edge of and approaches to a recently emerged 

disease with potentially serious consequences for 

global public health. Program countries incorpo-

rated the program’s outputs into their response 

systems, which contributed to the protection of 

animal and public health at local, national, and 

regional levels.
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Preschool Nutrition in Guatemala and Zimbabwe

MOTIVATION

Investing in preschool nutrition has positive long-

term health and economic impacts, and failing to 

invest can wreak long-term damage. Since 2002, 

IFPRI’s work on this topic, supported by DFID, 

has included studies in many countries, including 

Guatemala and Zimbabwe. In Guatemala, researchers 

gathered evidence on how investments in preschool 

nutrition have high benefit-cost ratios, particularly 

when improving micronutrient intakes. For instance, 

findings show that the consumption of a nutritious 

supplementary drink from birth to 24–36 months 

had a statistically significant positive effect on men’s 

hourly wage rates later in life. This Guatemala study 

built on earlier IFPRI work on the long-term con-

sequences of undernutrition in Zimbabwe, which 

found that, on average, undernourished preschool-

ers were more than three centimeters shorter than 

their peers, started school half a year later, and 

completed fewer grade levels—all of which can have 

a negative impact on their earnings as adults.

OUTCOMES

 X DFID’s strategy paper The Neglected Crisis of 

Undernutrition: DFID’s Strategy and its underly-

ing paper, The Neglected Crisis of Undernutrition: 

Evidence for Action, cite the Zimbabwe study. The 

findings from IFPRI’s Guatemala and Zimbabwe 

studies also underpin the World Bank’s strategy 

document, Repositioning Nutrition as Central 

to Development, and they appear in the Global 

Framework for Action of UNICEF’s Ending Child 

Hunger and Undernutrition Initiative.

 X The Copenhagen Consensus highlighted the results 

of both the Guatemala and Zimbabwe studies when 

it examined the potential returns of investments 

meant to address key global problems. The consen-

sus concluded that nutrition interventions may pro-

duce some of the most significant returns, surpassing 

investments in trade liberalization, malaria control, 

clean water, and better sanitation.

 X The United Nations cites the Guatemala study in The 

Fifth Report on the World Nutrition Situation of its 

Standing Committee on Nutrition as strong evidence 

of preschool malnutrition’s costs.
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 X The Guatemala study is extensively reviewed in the 

authoritative Handbook of Development Economics, 

which describes it as “one of the most innovative 

studies in the field of health and development.”

Strengthening Policy 
Communications
Assessing the Impact of Increased Global Food Prices 

on the Poor from 2007 to 2008

MOTIVATION

The precipitous escalation of food prices between 2007 

and 2008 had devastating consequences for the food 

and nutrition security of poor people. Given the depth of 

its expertise in agriculture, nutrition, and food security, 

IFPRI was among the first institutions to draw attention 

to the problem early on and address the crisis. IFPRI was 

also well positioned to respond to stakeholders’ requests 

for information. Throughout the crisis, IFPRI used solid 

research to define what was happening, identify the 

causes and consequences, and determine what could be 

done to mitigate the effects and prevent a recurrence.

OUTCOMES

 X By serving as a source of reliable, evidence-based 

information on the food price crisis for both deci-

sionmakers and the general public, IFPRI contributed 

to a broader understanding of events and possible 

policy actions. IFPRI produced 30 publications and 

disseminated findings through high-level presen-

tations and briefings, resulting in more than 700 

media citations.

 X In its 2008 Comprehensive Framework for Action—

published by the High-Level Task Force on the Global 

Food Security Crisis—the United Nations adopted 

seven of IFPRI’s eight proposed urgent actions, drew 

on IFPRI data, and cited two IFPRI policy briefs.
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 X The 2008 Group of Eight Summit report, Double 

Jeopardy: Responding to High Food and Fuel Prices, 

drew on IFPRI’s research in its justification for revis-

ing biofuel policies.

2020 Vision Conference: Leveraging Agriculture for 

Improving Nutrition and Health

MOTIVATION

Agriculture, nutrition, and health (ANH) are inseparably 

linked: agriculture provides food to nourish people so 

they can lead healthy lives, and productive agriculture 

requires the labor of healthy, well-nourished people. 

But can agriculture do more to improve human health 

and nutrition? In February 2011, IFPRI’s 2020 Vision 

Initiative brought together the ANH sectors at an inter-

national conference on “Leveraging Agriculture for 

Improving Nutrition and Health,” in New Delhi, India. 

Conference topics covered (1) changes necessary to 

maximize agriculture’s contributions to human health 

and nutrition and (2) how human health and nutrition 

could contribute to an agricultural system that is both 

productive and sustainable. DFID, together with a con-

sortium of other sponsors, supported this international 

conference attended by more than 1,000 participants 

from 65 countries.

OUTCOMES

The 2020 Conference informed, influenced, and mobi-

lized action by key players to better employ invest-

ments in agriculture to sustainably reduce undernu-

trition and ill health for the world’s most vulnerable 

people. An independent assessment report notes the 

following results:

 X DFID used the materials and momentum generated 

by the Conference to help guide a major expansion 

of bilateral funding for the ANH arena. Following the 

Conference, a DFID-produced after-meeting report 

became a virtual work-plan for ramping up ANH work 

within the organization. The plan identified activi-

ties for building capacity for ANH inside DFID: these 

activities included launching an internal speaker series 

on ANH and creating a distance-learning course based 

heavily on 2020 materials. DFID also added staff on 

agriculture and nutrition, adding a senior research fel-

low in nutrition in January 2012.

 X Senior officials within DFID confirm that the 2020 

Conference played an important role in stimulating 

deeper ANH work. Although DFID built its growing 

interest in ANH through multiple meetings and con-

sultations, insiders confirm that the themes of the 

2020 Conference became part of DFID’s “institutional 

psyche” and that “no other conference had the same 

momentum-building effect” inside the organization 

as did the 2020 meeting in Delhi.

 X DFID’s official 2011 “business plan” for the 

Leveraging Agriculture for Nutrition in South Asia 

(LANSA) research program consortium invokes the 

2020 Conference as an important point of refer-

ence: “IFPRI’s global conference in February 2011 on 

‘Leveraging Agriculture for Improving Nutrition and 

Health’ is the most recent overall assessment of the 

current state of evidence on the topic of agriculture 

and nutrition.”

 X Although DFID had committed to the Scaling Up 

Nutrition movement prior to the conference in New 

Delhi, the important themes in the event made their 

way into a September 2011 DFID position paper on 

Scaling Up Nutrition.
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 X The high profile given to biofortification at the 2020 

Conference helped to strengthen DFID’s support for 

HarvestPlus. DFID had been donating US$3 million a 

year to HarvestPlus, but by the end of 2011 it com-

mitted to a new grant of US$15 million. Further, the 

August 2012 “Hunger Event” hosted by the British 

prime minister and the Brazilian vice president made 

an important commitment to increased support for 

CGIAR research through HarvestPlus.

Ongoing Work
Transform Nutrition

MOTIVATION

Undernutrition claims the lives of millions of young 

children every year. For children who survive it, under-

nutrition disrupts their schooling and might make them 

more likely to remain poor as adults. The human and 

economic costs of undernutrition are enormous. The 

Transform Nutrition consortium, a six-year, six-partner 

project led by IFPRI in partnership with the Institute 

of Development Studies; the International Centre for 

Diarrhoeal Disease Research, Bangladesh; the Public 

Health Foundation of India; Save the Children; the 

University of Nairobi; and DFID, aims to strengthen the 

evidence base for nutrition interventions. This multi-

year program, supported by DFID from 2011 to 2017, 

covers four focal countries (Bangladesh, Ethiopia, India, 

and Kenya) and focuses on transforming thinking and 

action on undernutrition prevention, with a particular 

focus on the 1,000 day window from pre-pregnancy to 

24 months of age. The geographical focus is South Asia 

and Africa south of the Sahara, the two regions with 

the highest burden of undernutrition. Transform con-

sists of three research areas: (1) improving how nutri-

tion-specific interventions are carried out and scaled 

up; (2) making development policies and programs 

(such as agriculture, social protection and women’s 

empowerment) as nutrition sensitive as possible; and (3) 

creating and sustaining a policy and political environ-

ment that enables undernutrition reduction.

Leveraging Agriculture for Nutrition in South Asia

MOTIVATION

LANSA’s research program consortium seeks to 

understand how South Asian agriculture and related 

food policies and interventions can be designed 

and implemented to increase their impacts on nutri-

tion, especially the nutritional status of children 

and adolescent girls. LANSA is a six-year-long, DFID-

funded project led by the MS Swaminathan Research 

Foundation, with five research partners: the Collective 

for Social Science Research in Pakistan, BRAC in 
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Bangladesh, the Leverhulme Centre for Integrative 

Research on Agriculture and Health, the Institute 

of Development Studies, and IFPRI. Focal countries 

include Afghanistan, Bangladesh, India, and Pakistan. 

Key research questions include a) how can agricul-

tural growth strategies, policies in areas such as 

food storage and trade, and public–private interac-

tions become more “nutrition-sensitive;” b) how can 

agriculture and food policies be more strongly linked 

to other underlying determinants of nutrition such 

as women’s status, social protection programs, and 

sanitation; and c) how can agricultural interventions 

be designed to directly improve their impact on nutri-

tion outcomes?

Innovations in Index Insurance

MOTIVATION

Risk is part and parcel of everyday life for many of 

the world’s poorest households, and when this risk is 

uninsured, it poses a considerable danger to current 

and future welfare. The lack of functioning insurance 

markets and other efficient risk reduction mechanisms 

exacerbates common poverty trap situations in the 

developing world. Weather-indexed insurance prod-

ucts have the potential to help mitigate the impact 

of uncertain rainfall on the incomes of the rural poor. 

Demand for these products, however, has been limited, 

and expectations for these products’ potential have not 

yet been met. In this project, funded by DFID and other 

donors, IFPRI looks at how to improve the potential of 

index insurance to better meet the needs of smallholder 

farmers. The project focuses on developing simple and 

flexible products that are easy for smallholder farmers 

to understand and use. In addition, we examine how 

complementary interventions can improve the demand 

for and welfare impacts of these products. In Ethiopia 

and Bangladesh, for example, we combine index insur-

ance with group savings and lending and with non-index 

insurance products; in India, we combine insurance train-

ing with investments in weather station infrastructure; 

and in Uruguay, we gauge demand for flexible index 

insurance products.

LOOKING FORWARD
Hunger and malnutrition are persistent problems 

that demand multifaceted solutions. By serving as a 

trusted voice on food policy issues, and through its role 

as the lead center for the CGIAR research programs 

on Agriculture for Nutrition and Health (A4NH) and 

Policies, Institutions and Markets (PIM), IFPRI is help-

ing to transform the prevailing knowledge of food and 
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nutrition security, from national policy decisions to local 

implementation choices. With support from the United 

Kingdom through DFID, IFPRI has been able to provide 

the evidence base to guide and support actions that 

reduce hunger and malnutrition, such as investment 

in agriculture and research, the creation of safety-net 

programs, prioritization of nutrition interventions, 

advancement of technological innovation, and pro-

motion of public–private partnerships. IFPRI’s work 

with DFID continues to grow with innovative research 

consortia such as Transform Nutrition and Leveraging 

Agriculture for Nutrition in South Asia. As the world 

looks ahead to a future of increasing population and 

intensifying pressures on natural resources, IFPRI’s rig-

orous and pragmatic approach to food policy research 

will prove more valuable than ever in supporting 

country-led policy development, donor investments, 

and other approaches by development partners.
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