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(Impact Evaluation)
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(Research to Impact Pathway)
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(Ex Post evaluation)
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(Ex Ante evaluation)
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(Impact Evaluation)



KU AGRICULTURAL AND

RESOURCE ECONOMICS

7= (JERSSSS Stages of Research and Development
Types of Research Evaluation

Stages of R&D Project
|
| | | |
Development of R&D Project Design of R&D Project Implementation of R&D Project Adoption of Project Results
| l |
Development evaluation Design Evaluation Process Evaluation Evaluation in Management Impact Evaluation
(Monitoring)
| |

Monitoring and Evaluation
(M&E)

FOrmS Of EV&|Uati0n Source: Templeton, 2005
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1T N8OG8OH3kgFT T N86_ éa_ E_ kdgPr 1T N8o6_ &
11T N86_ €Q0do6a‘ H3 k|d.FExpertjudgment
(Needs assessment) 2. Literature review
3. Farmer, market and consumer surveys

4. Macro-economic studies

2] AU, dA" 1 Qua g6 T, d ® Eppertjudgment

(Priority setting) 2. Ex-ante assessment of economic impact

3. Social or environmental impact assessment
4. Scoring methods

5. Participatory planning

3.7 0] THT Q' H8Té Hz QL Pkedrdview
(Review of research proposals) 2. Expertreview
3. Stakeholder review

4.8 AadqoQudok: qat &1 dnternal reviews (by peers)
(Monitoring of on -going research) 2. External reviews (by peers/experts)

Source: Horton, Galleno and Mackay (2003)
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KASETSART UNIVERSITY

1T N8OBOH3 k4T

TTN86_ éed.

E.kdqFf1rTnN8s6_ &

5.1 T p&zF 3k 887 Té(Evaluation
of completed research)

1.Project completion reports
2.External evaluation by peers/experts

61T N86_ &1 UT UT U_ ajy
| Evaluation of research outputs)

tFect rgvévi of gublicRtion

2.Bibliometric studies

3.0n-farm trials / participatory evaluation of technology
4.Producer, market & consumer surveys

777 N86_ el Ukt naljg
|Impact Evaluation)

d

k Aslapt®ristudies R
2.Economic evaluation
3.Social & environmental assessment methods

8.kdgrara)y THI zY? Zkt?
(Program and managementreviews)

oIZetha) fevieWs)(by pldesy, P

2.External reviews (by peers/experts)
3.Internally commissioned external reviews (by
peers/experts)

4. Financial audit

5.Comprehensive audit

Source: Horton, Galleno and Mackay (2003)
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RESOURCE ECONOMICS

wer (JESSSi Impact starts at project planning

Project Planning ), Feedback Project Performance

7. Impact Assess needs, i Eyaluate Impacts 7. Impact
opportunities &
6. Practices project design 6. Practices

5. KASA 5. KASA

i Evaluate

: 4. Reactions
: Process

4. Reactions

3. Users 3. Users

2. Outputs 2. Outputs

1. Resources 1. Resources

i . . Source: Templeton, 2005
KASA = knowledge, attitude, skills &/or aspirations
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KU AGRICULTURAL AND
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l ' RESOURCE ECONOMICS
KASETSART

A ‘theory of change’ explains how activities are understood to produce a series of results that contribute to
achieving the final intended impacts. It can be developed for any level of intervention — an event, a project,
a programme, a policy, a strategy or an organization.

Figure 4. Theory of change presented in|a results chain

Inputs Activities Outputs Outcomes

Source: Rogers (2014)

e ueaa 002 5barn @ @@ A




vdwans:nu

Impact Pa at ways

AAAAAAAAA
VVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVV

= CC
= g
e
7 =4 CD)
(D’
Nol
¢
—]

. |
c
{
'~
¢ <

D>

k
7
!
h Z
8
I

L X« Cr
<

N C

O T

e ueaa 002 5barn @ @@ A




KU AGRICULTURAL AND

[ ' RESOURCE ECONOMICS
KASETSART
UNTVERATY KASETSART UNIVERSITY

Change in SEEC:

Community-
/ level Impact

Final users:

tdunivgdmwans:nu

Impact Pathways

Adoption and O\
practice change &é
00
L
Next users: (&)
Research and 06°
Extension Effort <&

Research project:
Inputs, Activities
and Outputs




Inputs

NSW&INSNISavNuiunN1sSIve
Research investments

Source: Templeton, 2005
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Outputs

wawaanldsuoinnisive tuduusnuazdatounga

Outputs are the first and most immediate results
of a research project

Source: Templeton, 2005
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Outcomes

WAaWSVINNISIVE nuvgu1wawamo1no1uaoalutuUs~Iauu
W(dUs:louuus: nauoaavgtudslaud’tuuumu Jucdaalu sufivdugame
miAianiseausuinalulad IWoussawans:nuyavA1sIdecialu
The external use, adoption or influence of a project’s outputs
by next and final users that results in adopter-level changes
needed to achieve the intended impact

Source: Templeton, 2005
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Impacts

Wwans:nuYINN1S39e LU | Aiadudinnisdviudde
[duA Wwans:NUNIVLASUIAD FoudQddU uazdvAu
The 'big picture’ changes in economic, environmental
and social conditions that a project is working toward.
Project impacts - in line with the research center’s
mission and vision statements and goals

Source: Templeton, 2005
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RESEARCH-TO-IMPACT PATHWAY

Program logic (research-to-impact pathway)
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IMPACT

SNOLLANOD
TVI20S
NI IONYHD

Jano s
uo B LA mo-Buyesg
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Lavdil
SHISN VN4

D Tamplaton and L Villano (2008)
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JONVHD ¥SWA
SHASN TYNIA

Famers
Millers
Grain handlers
Government

FINAL USERS
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(Economic Impacts)
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The main types
of social impacts

h T UKT Nél alLifestylekmpaxis)d _
Q_ELD{g_éQHgﬁéﬂsR é"3Aé8D;3®R
k' T OFP HI OY " 0A, O ' @&

h TUKF Nel a~ HoultulaBiripadsp v

lUk? nNel A" géeirnsoa, vouq,o“ kO évy
Ot do68Dz Héq,gsq,Téq,A QO ' é

h T UKkF? Nél aCdhbmnily Debacts)

zOV 3TP' 430, ' éeaedévkdriI7_kdPfvyH3OQ
k_ Jk¥rtvovzUnNnkdre, d3der- a6k’ eA, O
h TUKk?FNel a~ HQuali® df idmpactsi v

6t Aked3a AeErrovkq,rr' Iv_ ' E. 300
ZUF]QOCLOé“dOHR OH3Dz G_ avyzZunzv 31
h TUKk? Nel a|He athuqupv

Q0go8YT. HR. - &, A_@d3]_ aAJ? 43k

Source: Centre for Good Governance,2006
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(Adoption of Technology)



