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0 is a way of measuring the success of an online advertising campaign for a
particular website as well as the effectiveness of an email campaign by the number of users that
clicked on a specific link
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Figure 3: Global Research Project- Theory of Change: Agricultural and Trade Policies in Sub-Saharan Africa and South Asia:

shaping global and regional policy debates and promoting evidence informed policies
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Table 1: Evaluation questions

. Has the project achieved what it intended to  , in terms of:

a. Producing high quality, policy relevant and useful research papers
b. Conducting successful digital and traditional outreach
C. Informing policy actors and stakeholders about the research evidence?
1. How successful was the project’s outreach model, specifically gauging the effectiveness
of:
a. Workshops/roundtables and dissemination events
b. Innovative technologies such as digital outreach platform

C. Advertising campaigns?
IIl. What was the project’s contribution to GDN  on:
a. Enhancing brand visibility
b. Informing /guiding GDN's approach to structuring and implementing research projects?

V. What are the key lessons from the implementation of the project, in terms of:

a. Good practice in policy research and policy outreach
b. Building a body of knowledge related to agriculture policies
C. Forward looking options for designing and implementing similar policy outreach projects?

In addition to the above, the evaluation will also look at the larger picture viz. What difference has
the project made to agricultural research/evidence-based policy making in countries of South Asia
and Sub-Saharan Africa?

* &! & %
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Table 2: Evaluation Framework
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