
Supply

Demand Limited relevance and 
responsiveness to policy 
decisions, questions, and 
timelines

Funding models create 
misaligned incentives 
between policymaker needs 
and academic researchers

Lack of institutional 
incentives and funding

CHALLENGES TO USING IMPACT EVALS

COUNTRIES WHRE THE MOST IMPACT EVALS AND SYSTEMATIC REVIEWS HAVE BEEN CONDUCTED

China
1,569

India
1,387

Kenya
880

Uganda
733

Brazil
717

Bangladesh
716

South Africa
691

Mexico
595

of impact evaluations 
assess value for money2

of impact evaluations 
have publicly 
available datasets

of authors of social 
science impact evals 
related to LMICs have 
LMIC primary a�liations3
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Please see the report for full references and notes.
1 3ie Development Evidence Portal as of June 2022.  2 Brown and Tanner 2019.  3 Brown and Whitton 2019.
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