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Presenter
Presentation Notes
I work mainly at the intersection of research and policy dialogue across several sectors, and my familiarity with work on intimate partner violence prevention comes from working in this project and a previous experience with the World Bank South Asia. I will present to you a tool called evidence gap map for IPV revention which I hope you may find useful and with your comments you can contribute to improve it and make it more useful to you. During my work in this project I have come to learn from many of you, in many cases spending years in this topic from an advocacy, research, donor or implementation perspective, and I am very humbled to see that passion and commitment. As a newcomer to this field I have learned a lot from you all. Thank you




Who we are & what we do
3ie is a member-based international NGO promoting evidence-
informed development policies and programmes. 

 Grant maker and standard setter for policy-relevant impact 
evaluations, systematic reviews, evidence gap maps, evidence 
syntheses and replication studies focussed on low- and middle-
income countries

 Convener of forums to build a culture of evaluation, capacity to 
undertake impact evaluations and reviews and commitment to 
evidence-informed decision-making

 Producer of knowledge products for policymakers, programme 
managers, researchers, civil society, 
the media and donors

Presenter
Presentation Notes
If you know of my organization, 3ie, chances are you know us for our grant window programmes around impact evaluation. We certainly do that. And when we start our work on a particular development challenge through our grant windows, we emphasize a lot learning from people like you about your own measurement challenges and solutions, for example.  But are also a knowledge broker, leveraging our rich database of impact evaluations and synthesizing evidence in different ways.

3ie is a member-based international NGO established in 2008, promoting evidence-informed development policies and programmes.  As an organisation, we believe evidence-informed decision-making will make development more effective and help improve the lives of poor people. 

Note:  We are an NGO registered in the US.  We have offices in Delhi, London and Washington, DC.  You CANNOT say that Delhi is our main or head office for legal reasons.

The points below provide details you can use to describe 3ie while using this slide.  

Please remember: What you say should be tailored to your specific audience.  How you expand on what 3ie does should depend on your audience and the context or purpose of your presentation at that particular meeting.  The description in the ‘Who we are’ slide is the minimum required to describe 3ie at the start of every presentation.  This one slide should take approximately 30 seconds to a minute to paraphrase.  You can change the order of the information.  However, you should not forget to mention that we are primarily a funder, even if you choose to emphasise other aspects of what we do.  You can choose to include more slides with further details on our work. We encourage you to decide how much detail to include depending on the audience and the time available for the presentation. 

Given below some suggestions for more details that can be added to your slides: 

We are primarily a grant maker set up by major development donors to help fill the large gaps in quality evidence available for international development decision-making.  

We fund impact evaluations, systematic reviews, evidence syntheses (such as the 2013 study on education outcomes and the forthcoming paper on community-driven development evidence) evidence gap maps and replication studies focused on low- and middle-income countries. 

We set high standards in terms of our grant making. We fund experimental and quasi-experimental impact evaluations that are policy-relevant, use innovative approaches, are gender responsive and equity focussed. We fund mixed-method studies that draw on quantitative and qualitative research and answer the question of what works, what doesn’t, for whom, how and at what cost.  We are alsoleaders in funding and producing systematic reviews. 

At the end of December 2015, 3ie had funded 174 impact evaluations in 58 countries. We had also funded 38 systematic reviews and 16 replication studies in international development.  (Please make sure you get updated numbers. We update before each board meeting, for the annual reporting (these are the numbers as of the end of December each year) and before DFID’s annual review, usually in August.  You can get updated numbers from Ditto or Deeksha.

We convene forums for building the capacity for evaluation and for promoting conversations and collaborations between researchers, programme managers and policymakers.  We organise international conferences, seminars and workshops around various aspects of impact evaluations. We also have a significant online presence for sustained and deep engagement with our stakeholders. We engage very closely with our members who form a diverse community united by the commitment to use evidence for the improvement of development policies and programmes. Our members are public and private donors, NGOs, and government agencies from low- and middle-income countries.

We produce a range of knowledge products:
--scoping papers and evidence gap maps that inform how we develop and fund our grant-making and determine funding priorities for the organisation.
-- impact evaluation report series
--systematic reviews and systematic review summary series
--replication report series
--expert guidance and resources for each of our main audiences

We also maintain and update the following databases:
--The Impact Evaluation Repository, which is the world's largest repository of high-quality impact evaluations. It will also include impact evaluations in languages other than English. 
--A growing database of systematic reviews of international development evidence.
-- An impact evaluation registry

You can also mention that the 3ie website is our primary mode of communication and engagement with various audiences, including our members, other stakeholders and public at large. 3ie’s blog is called Evidence Matters. 



A 3ie gap map covers impact evaluations and/or systematic reviews of 
effectiveness studies Impact evaluations are studies that measure an 
attributable net impact using a counterfactual—what works

What do we mean by evidence?



IPV prevention Challenges when 
considering policy and programming

• A lot of information out there
• Multiple approaches to IPV prevention
• Multiple types of outcomes
• Testing of theories of change and proof of concept unclear
• Impact assessed based on what we can realistically measure given time 

and budgets.
• Prioritizing research
• Assessing policy options
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Now, the original title of my presentation (on the programme)




Presenter
Presentation Notes
The search process follows methods similar to those of a systematic review. The difference is that the systematic review search and screening strategies are based on a question or limited number of questions. In the case of EGMs we look to identify all studies across a universe of interventions and outcomes.
Because of this, we don’t get to identify average effects for everything, just map the evidence and code along key characteristics..
You hover over and get a list of studies, which then you can click on and get to individual study information.





Each study has a record
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Presentation Notes
1. To 3ie Impact Evaluation Repository, with summaries of each study.



 To understand the size and scope of the evidence base for a 
given theme or sector

 To enable policy-makers and practitioners to identify and 
explore existing evidence for a given theme or sector

Objectives of 3ie evidence gap maps
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Stakeholders use EGMs…
To access information on the effectiveness of approaches they are trying/ plan to try during programming.

To access information on the effectiveness of intervention for specific relevant subpopulations

To compare similar interventions in different contexts, or in combination with other interventions.




 To facilitate strategic and efficient research procurement

a) Impact evaluation evidence gap maps can identify promising
questions for new synthesis research

b) Impact evaluation evidence gap maps combined with information 
on evidence demand can identify priority questions for new 
impact evaluation investment

Objectives of 3ie evidence gap maps



The map framework and classification was inspired and built on other 
efforts, including:

 What works to prevent violence against women?
 The Lancet series
 World Bank’s review of reviews
…and many others

Adding value, not reinventing the wheel

Presenter
Presentation Notes
We did reorganize some categories based on content, and the report properly justifies the choices made.
However, classification of interventions or even relevant outcomes is always tricky, and I am sure the proposal we make here is bound to generate more than a discussion. This is good. With proper coding of the studies, change sin the framework may be faced with proper reassignement of individual studies to specific categories.
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Presentation Notes
Again, I will focus on the information for LMIC around IPV prevention. But keep in mind that the detail of information we have  here, we also have for around 199 IE in HIC.  Since classification criteria is the same, we can easily aggregate the information from both maps. By August 2017, when we applied the search and screening strategy, we had identified 47 IE already published and other 30 ongoing, many of which have been completed since then, and our advisory committee members have helped us identify too. IE in this area has clearly picked up since 2012.



Evidence by Country
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Almost half of the impact evaluations published by august 2016 were base don only three countries: South Afica, Uganda, India. It has clearly expanded in the last few years, to more countries and with the push of the community to for example see if promising interventions can be applied to new contexts. Many of you in this conference are responsible for that. But even with that by the time of the cut, only 18 countries have impact evaluation of IPV prevention interventions



Evidence by region
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Evidence by intervention category
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Evidence by outcome category
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Presentation Notes
Doing this chart differently makes it really difficult to read the groupings. So it’s not the easiest to read but is the best for now.



Evidence by publication date and intervention 
grouping
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Evidence by Cross-cutting Themes



Gender analysis in impact evaluations
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Evidence by methodology
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Some studies used multiple methods. In this graph, they are counted multiple times.



 The impact evaluation of IPV prevention interventions in LMIC is barely a 
decade old, but is expanding at a rapid pace and reflects shifting 
agendas over time.

 More countries feature impact evaluation of IPV interventions, reflecting 
increases in programming and adaptation of existing programs

 Noticeable gaps in areas such as:
 Outcomes for men and boys
 Bystander and parenting interventions 
 Interventions targeting communities and institutions
 Cost-effectiveness analysis
 No highly reliable systematic reviews (for a reason)

Gaps and Opportunities

Presenter
Presentation Notes
IN HIC at least 12 in bystander



 This evidence gap map needs to be taken as a benchmark, a living 
document. Other types of evidence (non IEs) can potentially be 
included as layers under the same framework. 

 Study coding allows also that if the framework changes, 
information can still be reorganized.

 This is for you. Help us make it better!
 The Prevention Collaborative as an opportunity

Lessons from the process
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Presentation Notes
With the search and screening strategies developed, regular updates can be done at a fraction of the cost and allow to track trends in rigorous research.
 Shifts to community-based approaches or masculinity approaches are a testimony of this




Thank you
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