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Distribution of studies highly uneven



In many areas the availability of evidence is not aligned with the volume of funding

16.2%

10.8%

10.5%

9.9%

8.5%

7.1%

6.5%

6.4%

3.5%

3.2%

1.8%

0.4%

4.5%

13.3%

0.8%

19.3%

1.4%

25.3%

8.5%

2.7%

15.0%

2.9%

6.8%

0.9%

1.5%

6.1%

0.4%

40.3%

1.1%

31.3%

5.7%

6.0%

5.1%

0.8%

1.7%

0.0%

Government & Civil Society

Education

Transport and Storage

Population & Reproductive Health

Energy

Health

Agriculture, Forestry, Fishing

Water Supply & Sanitation

Other social infrastructure and services (Social protection)

Industry

Banking & Financial services

Communications

% of Total Sector Allocable ODA (2008 - 2017) % of impact evaluations % of systematic reviews



Major gap: a lack of equity sensitive studies
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Uptake and use of 3ie-funded impact evaluations, systematic reviews, 
working papers and evidence gap maps (2013- March 2020)
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