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Executive Summary

The Third International Workshop of tigplied Research Fund (ARF) took place from the February
13 till 16 2018 at Azzman Hotel in Addis Ababa. The focus of this workshop was to enhance research
impact for Food and Nutrition Security (FNS)by strengthening the competence of ARF project
consotium members in the areas of theory of change development, impact pathways, knowledge co
creation, and research uptaké&his workshop was attended by 35 consortium members of ARF Third
Call projects presently in implementation in different parts of Asid Africa, and one Second Call
project from Ethiopia.

Immediately following this international ARF workshop, at the same venue, a public seminar on
nutrition sensitive value chains was held on February 16, 2018his seminarthe ARF project
representatves were joined by aroundlO Ethiopiabased participants from government, research,
private sector and noigovernmental organizations across several core and extendexdcagt value
chains.The objective of this day was to promote knowledge exchange mitidté co-creation for

better informed policies and practices for nutrition securifor the Ethiopian participants, this
seminar was a chance to learn, exchange and to connect around the practice of nutrition sensitivity in
value chains, and also to lexposed briefly to the content and methodology of the ARF research
LINEP2SOGad C2NJ GKS ! wC LINRP2SOG NBLINBaSyialridirodSas
food systems and strategic interventions in food value chaingdod andNutrition Security, and to
contribute their ideas and experience to the Ethiopian stakeholders present.

These events were organized BYOTRO Science for Global Development of Metherlands
Organgation for Scientific Research (NW@OTRO) and the Food & Busin&swwledge Platform
(F&BKP), in collaboration with AgriProFocus Ethiopia and the International Food Policy Research
Institute (IFPRI).

The International ARF Workshop

Workshop activities included: project posters and pitches, conceptual and experiraring
presentations, Q&A sessions, exercises in applying tools for consortium development, group
discussions, and a field visit. Major lessons from the workshop are as follows:

Knowledge ceareation requires a conscious effort and involvement of allevant
stakeholders and the flexibility to adopt changes and new insights.

Joint learning, c@reation, and research uptake should start while writing the proposal.
Cocreation goes beyond collaboration; it is about knowledge that relates to context.
Theories of change and impact pathways need assessment, discussion and regular
with major stakeholders.

ARF projects should include intermediate outcomes in their impact pathway, as the
between outputs and outcomes can be very wide.

Assumptiors are very important and should be tested continuously.

Research uptake is an activity that should be implemented throughout the ARF res
project, and it requires the involvement of all stakeholders.

Scaling should be considered right from the projeception.

Effective communication, discussion and exchange is vital for betiieation as well as
research uptake.

Not all stakeholders should or can be aligned and interested, thus prioritization is impo
Knowledge or results obtained from ARBjpcts are meant to be shared and disseminat
as early as possible.

Engage and invite policy makers, rather than only sending messages or reports to the
NWOWOTRO and F&BKP are available to support projects, and the platform serve
good tool in canecting projects for information exchange and interaction and connec
to a broader field of food & nutrition security experts.

9 Different ARF projects should learn from one another, and try to bring work forward jo
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The Public Seminar on the Ratial of Value Chains for Nutrition

The public sminar started with welcome speeches from the Ethiopian Ministry of Agriculture, Ministry
2T LYRdAZAGNAS&aS (KS bSGKSNI I YyRa pgaediscssienindolvie 2R { S
panellistsfrom research, private sector, NGOs, and interactive Q&A was then followed by an open
space session on addressing issues in value chains for nutrition that had been identified by participants.
In the keynote presentations and panel discusstbr,following points wereemphasized:

Nutrition security is a essentiatomponent of food security.

Ethiopia has quite strong and comprehensive policy for nutrition in value chains.

Nutrition should be considered throughout the whole value chain.

Food safety and aplity issues need to be improved.

Collaboration is necessary and avoids duplication of efforts.

The policy gap for engaging private sector should be addressed.

Academia and research can help guide the process of improving policy and practice for nutrition
sensitive value chains, and policy maker integration is vital.

Gaps in knowledge dissemination must be addressed.

Diversification of interest areas in the value chain is required.

Knowhow within the community should be exchanged.

Use of media is relevamd create awareness.
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The open space discussion served as a practieaieation process, from joint selection of issue areas
of concernby the different stakeholders present, to jointly identifying key constraints aaaih ways
to address tlem. Key outomes of the open space discussion included the following:

1 Private sector engagement in value chains for nutrition is limitasl a result of constraints such
aslack ofinfrastructure, limited financing for SMEs and farmers, limitations in workforce and
available technology, anid the regulatory environment for business.

Such constraints can be addressed by public investment and regulatory incentives for private
invesments in supply chain infrastructure; provision of lelegm, low interest loans and linking

with loan granters; promotion of relevant technical vocational and business skills development
and increasing linkages with industry.

9 Multi-stakeholder approachesor improved nutrition are constrainedoy the complexity and
dynamism of the environment.

This constraint can baddressedby cocreation of knowledge, and by inclusion of relevant
stakeholders as agents of change, developing real links to the benefit¢tarstomers in need
of the outcomes of multi stakeholder processes, and by promoting a systems approach.

1 Lack of diversity in crops leads to lack of diversity and djedsd is caused by constraints in
seed systems, includintack of awareness regardingrieties, poor packaging for seeds, and
lack of regulation.

These constraints can be overcome through technology and breed developmarving
access toboth input and output marketslocal leadershippolicyand knowledge sharing to
promote local sed supply chains.

1 Wulnerable populations have low dietary diversitigecause of limited purchasing power, and
expensive products due to low supplier competition.

These constraints can be overcome through improwapacity forstorageand preservation of
food for improved supply and reawed seasonality of availability, as welleamabling policy and
compelling business models for enhanced linkages between value chain actors.

9 Postharvest losses impaébod andNutrition Security.

Thiscan be addressed through improved capacity (skill and infrastructure$témage and
preservation of food; developing policy and business models for improved linkages between
value chain actors.

i Food safety can be compromsed at every node in the valuehain
It requires regulation (standards), as well as enforcement of standards, and a consuming public
that can differentiate between safe and neafe food supported by some type of food safety
information system.

In conclusion, the mukstakeholder approehis important for developing nutrition sensitivity in food
value chains: its effective in identifingand addressg practicalneeds for informationby end users
such as private sector actgreonsumersand policy makers in food value chainisis important for
knowledgeexchangeand generatingknowledgethrough co-creation; it is also relevantltimately in
synthesis and uptake of knowledge fmacticallyincreasing nuition sensitivity of food value chains.




1. Introduction andBackground

TheFood &Business Applied Research FQrithird International Vdrkshop and its accompanying
public seminatook place from 13 to 16 February, 2018 in Addis Ababa, Ethitigiadthe objective

of enhancing research impact for food securityaigh strengthening knowledge eweating and
research uptake amongst ARF projects. The tu@e event was organized byNetherlands
Organisationfor Scientific ResearciNWOWOTR®and the Food & Business Knowledge Platform
(F&BKP), in collaboration witkgriProFocu&thiopiaand IFPRI Ethiopia.

The Food & Business Applied Research Fund (ARF), in parall¢havilood & Business Global
Challenges Programme (GCP), has been managed byW®XRO since 2014. ARF focuses on food
security as a local challengad aims to address the knowledge and research needs of partners in the
bilateral food security programmes of 15 Dutch development cooperation partner countries.
Moreover, ARF operates on the basisvafiouscalk for proposals where local partners frorhd
private sector, civil society or government join with knowledge or research institutinoge(onthe

Food & Business Research programmes can be accaserhwo-WOTRO website ).

Based on threealls, ARF has been supportéfgresearch projects since its inception2014 Asco-
creation knowledge sharing and researaptake are integral parts of the ARF research approach, the
purpose of this and previous international wohkgswas to create opportunities folearning and
exchangeon thesetopics The first and second ARF internatiomalrkshops were helih Entebben
2015 and inCotonouin 2016respectively(reports of the workshogeld inuganda in 2015can be
found here andof the workshop irBenin in 2016can be foundhere).

The Third ARF Internationaldfkshop brought togetheB5 consortium membersdncludingall ARF
Third Call projectfrom eight countriesand anARF Second Call project from Ethiogiae first two
dayswere organized forARFproject representatives antbcusedmainly on co-creation, knowledge
sharingand resarch uptake. Théinal day was public seminareservedfor the ARFproject members
to meet and interact wittb0 Ethiopian experts from research, NGOs, privaetor and policy on the
topic ofthe potential for nutritionsensitive value chaing.he workshop was lively and interactive in
such a way that enabled participants to jointlydedrom each other and alday practical exercises.

Public sector actors from the Netherlands and Ethiopia played an active and important role throughout

the workshop.The Dutch Ministry of Agriculture, Nature and Food Quality, represented by its Senior

Policy Advisor, Marcel van Nijnatteimtroduced and explainethe Food andNutrition Security policy

of the Netherlandson the first day On the final day, guest speakédsS LINS A Sy G Ay 3 9 ( KA 2 LIA
of Agriculture and Natural Resource and Ministryirafustry made presentations on their work on

nutrition sensitive value chains, and remained for interactive discussion with participants

Experience sharing presentations, panel discussions, qusstimhanswes sessions, group exercises,
networkingoverdrinks and facilitated speedating sessionsand a field visit were among the activities
incorporated during thethree-day event The following sections of thesport provide the major
activities and outcomes of thARF international workshagnd publicseminar

1
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https://www.nwo.nl/en/research-and-results/programmes/food+&+business+research
http://knowledge4food.net/enhancing-research-impact-food-security
http://knowledge4food.net/enhancing-research-impact-food-security/
http://knowledge4food.net/report-arf-2-projects-international-workshop-benin/
http://knowledge4food.net/report-arf-2-projects-international-workshop-benin/
http://knowledge4food.net/wp-content/uploads/2018/07/180213_arf3-project-participants.pdf

2. Thelnternational Workshop

The international workshop was preceded by a welcom
introduction event on the evening of the February3,
2018

The organizers, NG*WOTRO, F&BKP and AgriProFoc
welcomed the ARF consortium membeavih a general ) %
briefing on the entire workshop and by introducing th
facilitating team.

themselves and the ARFqgpect they represat during
two-minute pitch session Pitches were followed by =
drinks, dinner and networking, whidkd to afavorable |Figure1: Introductory Pitches
start of the workshop.

2.1. Day One: Strengthening Knowledge Coeation

To orient participants to the workshop, Sarah Assefa, feaditator of the worksbp (and also the
Country Network Facilitator @griProFocus Ethiopievelcomed the participants and briefly described
the programme for the ARF workshop and for the public semifke first day of the workshop was
designed to sengthen understanding and competence in knowledgecation, and to build
connections as well ds promotesharing oknowledge and experience amongst memberdifferent
ARF projectdlt would be followed by a secomthydeveloped with a focus on strgthening research
uptake, particularly through effectivetrategies ofresearch consortiums, and practical learning
through a field visit to observe knowledge uptake for nutrition in Ethiopia.

While the two days of workshop were reserved for ARF prajensortium members, on the third day

a public seminawas organized to bring various stakeholders from Ethiopia to examine the potential
of value chains fonutrition, as a case for ARF projects to learn from, andpportunity to practice
co-creationusing multistakeholder discussion in open spaBeogram for the three days is available
here.

Subsequently representativesof the conference orgaming organizationswere invited to make
introductory presentationson the key features of the ARF approach

2.1.1.Introduction Presentations

Producing Societally Relevant R esearch

Cora Govers Senior Policy Officer and Programme

Coordinator of Food & Business ReseaatiNWQO

WOTROQrestated the objectives of the workshopo

enhance impact of the research which the

consortium members are conductingnd to further

initiate collaboration between research projectsShe

also added tht the ARF workshop is aimed in

enhancing research fdfFood andNutrition Security.

After describing how NWO,the Netherlands

Organisation for Scientific Research, playsle of

Figure2: Cora Govers, NW@/OTRO | financing research ofknowledge institutes via
competition through indirect government funding,

Cora #so0 explained the research funding role of WOTRO Science for Global Development, as

department of NWQof research in Low and Middle Income Countiidsreover, it wasndicated that

NWOWOTRO is directed towards producing sodigteelevant and development oriented research

by multistakeholder consortiaApart from managing the ARF and GfoP food security research

NWOWOTRO is iolved in LEARGRENd The Netherland€CGIAR research programnid §/ R / 2 NI Qa

presentationhere).
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http://knowledge4food.net/wp-content/uploads/2018/07/arf-3ethiopia_programme-3days.pdf
http://knowledge4food.net/wp-content/uploads/2018/07/arf-3ethiopia_programme-3days.pdf
http://knowledge4food.net/wp-content/uploads/2018/07/arf-3ethiopia_ppt01-cora-govers_wotro.pdf
http://knowledge4food.net/wp-content/uploads/2018/07/arf-3ethiopia_ppt01-cora-govers_wotro.pdf

Connecting Business, Science, Civil Society aiidyP

The B.BKP is one of the five Knowledge Platfomisated by the Dutch
Ministry of Foreign Affairs in the field of global development. As Vanessa
Nigten, Knowledge Brek of the platform, presented=&BKP connects
the supply and demand of knowledge among various stakeholders and
knowledge worlds by falgiating knowledge brokering. The platform
practices knowledge brokering by involvimgthe creation, exchange
and ue of knowledge. Vanessa said the platfoaiigns the vmat is
Ol f f SGowtht KEY2y ReY Al O2yySoOoda GKS LM
knowledge institutions (science), civil societies, and the government
(policy). Furthermore, she explained the three pillarshef platform in
delivering knowledge brokering serv&ceKnowledge Portal, Strategic
Partnerships, and~ood & Business Reseamlpport Currently F&BKP
_ . is working with thredunds, these are the F&B Knowledge Management
Figure3: Vanessa Nigten, Facility which is managed by the platform, and ARF and GCP which are
F&BKP managed by NWA@QVOTRO. As Vanessa explained, the role of the
platform with regard to Food & Biness Researah to collaborate with
NWOWOTRO in developing scoped definition of the callsand in enhancing knowledge sharing and
research uptakef the projects(find+ | Yy S draseradionhere).

Linking, Learning, Leadership

AgriProFocus is an international agricultural network, rooted in the Netherlands and with country
networks in 12 African and 2 Asian countries. Meskerem Ritmee#ter AgriProFocus Ethiopia
Country Coordinator, presented how the online and offline networking activities of her organization
support Food andNutrition Security through various agricultural sectors. The Ethiopia network alone
has around 1800 online members engaged in agribusiness or agricultural development fields.
Meskerem mentioned that AgriProFoausiinly involves in four thematic areas: Inclusive Aggibess,
Climate Smart Agribusiness, Circular Economy, and Nutrition Sensitive Agribusiness. Apart from the
online platform, the network creates linking and learning opportunities for its members by organizing
evenssuch as Business Drinks, campaigns,faing, as well as by facilitating a number of innovation
communities. Meskerem also indicated that linking, learning and leadership are the main objectives of
thenetwork (A Y R aSal1 SNBYQgie). LINBaSyildlGadAazy

Food Systems arAlso About Rlitics

Following the introduction presentations by the organizers of the workshop, the floor was given to
Marcel van Nijnatten, Senior Policy Advisorthe Netherlands Ministry of Agriculture, Nature dan
Food Quality. After explainirthat oneobjective of his presence at the workshaas to describe the
policy environment, Marcel said the topic at hand is generally related to two ministries: Ministry of
ForeignAffairs andthe Ministry of Agriculture, Nature and Food Quality.

The majomew policy directiorsin the field d development cooperationf the Dutch government are
Immigration, Climate Change, and Agriculture. Maeazkled that the agricultural policy is built upon
the UN SustainableDevelopmental Goaldn this regard he questionedhough production can be
improved ugng technolog¥ How can we feed all the people of the world without affecting the
Sy @A NP yH¥ ifdjtéted thagood research should be able to answeedtkind of questions, and

I RRSR aOf AYl GS & YocaMblicylisSublh Odzf (1 dzZNB€¢ A& KA &
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http://knowledge4food.net/wp-content/uploads/2018/07/arf-3ethiopia_ppt02-vanessa-nigten_fbkp.pdf
http://knowledge4food.net/wp-content/uploads/2018/07/arf-3ethiopia_ppt03-meskerem-ritmeester_apf.pdf

Marcel asserts that agriculte, food security, as

well as food systems in general are closely linked

with policy issussuch as the right to land, the

right to water, and other local issaeHence, he

Al ARX a2KSy ¢S GFft1 I 02dz

I 6 2 dzii LE2nphasizihgdeiirdpbrtance of

this kind of workshopfor creating open

dialogues amongst relevant stakeholdeasd

involving policy makers Marcel closed his

speech by advising participants to fully utilize .
the opportunities of the gatheringh L Sy O2 dzNJ 3 S
you to talk to each other. | afmereto talk to you

G to listen to you and learn from your
SELISNASYOS d¢

Figure4: Marcel van Nijatten, Netherlands Ministry of
Agriculture, Nature and Food Quality

2.1.2.Food & Bugess Research and Progrdsgs ARF

The first day of the workshop continued wighpresentation by Sonja Dépp of NVAW@OTRD onthe
backgroundf the Food & Business Reseaptbgrammeand progress of ARBy primarily reminding
participants that the Food & Business Research Agenda was first introduced in 2@ Dytch
Ministry of Foreign Affairs and Ministry of Economita#s (vhich at that time included the now
separate Ministry of Agriculture, Nature and Food Quality), Somjdicated its aim has been
strengthening the implementation of the Dutch development policy on food secufitythat effect,
the Food & Businedsnowledge Platform and Food & Business Research were introduced.

In her presentation, Sonja elaborataoutthe two researchfunding instrumentof Food & Business
Researchthe Global Challenge Progra@Pandthe Applied Research FUN&RF. In compaing GCP

and ARF, it was indicated that while the fornfi@rusesn globalissuesthe latertargets the 15 partner

countries of Dutch Dealopment CooperationGCP aims to achieveesearch basedenhanced
understanding with regard toglobal and regiondbod securityissuesand their mpact on local food
security, as well athe role of private sector developmenin contrast! wCQa 202SOUAGS Aa
NBaSINOK adzZJLl2NISR GO02yONBGS Ayy20FiA2yas GKFG
needs in partner countries.

With regard to theARF instrument, which is the centre of this workshop, Sonja mentioned that 45
applied researclprojectsfrom 10 Dutch partner countries have received funding support since 2014
through three rounds of calls.

The ARF program wihd in 208, and up until novthe program is on the right tracome completed
projects and their results were discussed by Sonja. Some dditbadyobserved outcomes of the
programmeinclude increased farrdevel production and prauctivity, uptake of new agricultural
production and processing techniques, as wellesgarchalignment towards local knowledge needs.
In closing, Sonjanderlined the importance of information exchange and collaboration with F&BKP
and other partners foeffectivenes®f research impact and the success of the progranfind SmjaQ a
presentationhere).

2.1.3.Theory of Change and Research Uptake

The nextpresentation by Cora Govenstroduced ! w Ca@piioach totheory of change and research
uptake taken up by the projects themselves

4
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http://knowledge4food.net/wp-content/uploads/2018/07/arf-3ethiopia_ppt04-sonja-dopp_arf.pdf
http://knowledge4food.net/wp-content/uploads/2018/07/arf-3ethiopia_ppt04-sonja-dopp_arf.pdf

Corastarted her presentation by explaining whasearch for impaatneans Shesaidthat in societally
relevant researchall partners are engaged in interaction and learning to create new knowledge in a
process of cecreation.

To explaimARF methods with regard to theory of change and impact pathway, Cora ustdidieng
diagramin her presentatior(Figure 4)

Cora emphasted that projects must bem-
conscious of their assumptions, and differeMNEGYI4 v . » -

partners may have different assumptions whic  theory of Change and Impact Pathway
all should come together on the table. Sh Problem analysis Impact pathway
asserts that assumptions should bhecked and — -
[\\LB’ Q K S 91 S R Z de -'F U K S,\ | ADDRESSED ] Tapacr E
SOSNEGKAY3I ONdHzyot Sa .@ f@
assessment as also mentioned as vital tas e 2
involving considerations such a#Vhat would Causes R -
happen if we do thisand how do we deal with ‘ t
that obstacle &
KNovaJL’\‘E?)?EL-Y;’;fATED Output %
Cora elaborated the steps on the impact SR
pathway by providig definitions and examples

of output, autcome, and mpact. She also
indicated as comparedimpact mthway of | Figure5: ARF Theory of Change and Impact Pathway |
previous ARF projecta slight adjustment is
made by including théntermediate aitcome component.That is because the gap between outputs
and autcomesproved to be toobig and it was noted that there are intermediate outcomes that can
be observedand obtained before the wtcomeswhich couldinclude gradually observed variables
which may lead tachanges irbehavior Hence, she said, ARF projects are encouraged to work on
defining and monitoringhese intermediate outcomes.

As Cora simply explained
OoResearcluptakeis whatthe
whole mpact mthway is all
I 0 2 dziRésdarch ptake
| Expect to see Q liketosee > Lovetosee > includes  #  activities
integrated throughout the
entire research project that
facilitate and contribute to

Key
stake-
holders

Wider

e S the use of research resulby
o @ i policy makers, practitioners
> > and other development
Sphere of control Sphere of Influence Sphere of Interest actors. Coa demonstrated

that the relationship
between output, outcome
and impact is where

Knowledge Co-Creation

Research Uptake

: knowledge cecreation
“INNER CIRCLE” “OUTER CIRCLE” Scaling up happens as We” as hOW far
/ out !
—_— the research uptake should
[ oucome 2 extend In ARF projects Using
: a slide in her presentation
| Figure6: Research Uptake in ARF projects | which is shown here as
Figureo6.

Cora endd her presentation by recommending the ARF projects to revisit their respective impact
pathway, to include intermediate outcomes, to regularly revise their impact pathway, and to modify

their research uptake strategyased on the changes and new insigbtshe researchfA Yy R / 2 NI Qa
presentationhere).
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http://knowledge4food.net/wp-content/uploads/2018/07/arf-3ethiopia_ppt05-cora-govers_toc.pdf
http://knowledge4food.net/wp-content/uploads/2018/07/arf-3ethiopia_ppt05-cora-govers_toc.pdf
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were raised from the participants followed by discussions. One important question was about
budgetary implications when changing or reconsidering the impact pathway, and how projects should
deal with these kind of situations. In response, for small letigiy changes which are in the main
categories, such as research costs, the projects can make the adjustments and then inform the fund
management through annual reports. However, when major budgetary change is needed, projects are
required to obtain permision. In any case, it was indicated that, budgetary adjustrdeat not mean
additional money; funds for change should be found from within the total budgeted amount, but
rearranged between budget linetn general projects are asked to explain the chareyes add the
revised impact pathway in the annual and final reports.

Speed Dating

from experiences of other projects.

three other participants one after another. Hence, this sessibthe workshop served as 3
important tool in reflecting perspectives in relation to internal challenges and in acquiring le

During the first morning of the workshop, the Al
LINE2SOG YSYOSNAR LI NIA
with the objective of creating exchange al
interaction among the projectdviost importantly,
the speed dating was aimed at helping participa
open up their respective challenges and shi
particular experiences with regard to theory

change and research uptake. The main discus
G2LA0a F2N) GKS aLISSwe

doing? What can we learn from each other? Whi
R2 ¢S 4SS 2LJILRNIdzyAdi
Accordingly, each participant got the chance
have a brief and speedy discussion with at le

2.1.4.Knowledge Celreation

After the lunch break, Cora came back to the floor to present introduction on knowledgeation
which laid a conceptual base for the presentations and group discussions later in the afternoon.

Knowledge co -cr eat i on, gshadforns a
of coopera tion in research where
different  parties (researchers and
stakeholders including end users) in the

knowledge process interact and engage

in joint learning to define problems,

formulate possible solutions, design the

research, conduct the research, assess

t he results, and translate these into new

practices and products 0.

Researchers, even between disciplines,
stakeholdersmay have diffeent meaning about

and

knowledge,and Coraexplained the concept of

outside
said it

on
she

knowledge focusing
boundaries. ldnce,

scientific
requires

involvement of all consortium partners and other
stakeholders from the start, and it is about
knowledge that is related to context. It is not only

book learning, but about engagingractical
experience opeople in societyand thus situating

knowledge in its context

In ARF, knowledge awmeation is implemented by involving the practitioner as the lead partnersnd
ensuring stakeholder interaction thrgh the impact pathway and researciptake strategy.Most
importantly, Coraassered that knowledge careation requresa conscious effort by the consortium

YSYOSNBY aAl SATE y2

i KILLSYy AT &2dz R2y Qi

YE1S A

data by themselves, but what they are supposed to do is to discuss the data and analyze it together

with consortiumpartners and find out what the data medor practical applicationFinally, Cora

discussed list of challenges and lessons learned from previous rounds of ARF projetisgréo

knowledge cecreation(fA y R

/pr2gddtatiodhere).
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2.1.5.Cocreation in ARF Projeci®resentations)

C2f f 2 ¢ A gxghndtien MikmQwiledge cecreation it was time for ARProjects to demonstrate
how krowledgeco-creation is instilled in theiprojects. To that effe¢ttwo projects were selected to
make presentations, and participants were given the chance to raise questions afterwards.

Enhancing Rice - Greengram Productivity in N orthern Uganda ( ERIGNU )
By Robert Amayo

This ARF Third Call projestbeing implemented in Northern Uganda with main objectiveof
increasing orfarm productivity of rice and improving rice farmland®dbert Amayodescribed ce
creation happens in the project among the Researctiee Practitioner, and the Beneficiaries. While
the researcher and benefary jointly engage in identifying the problem, the researcher avails different
options that lead to solutionsThenthe beneficiary evaluatthe options and choosgthe best in erms
of their locality.In addition the beneficiary and the practitioner aeate through a learning process,
while the practitioner also through networking exchanges leaginith the researcher. In addition,
Robert mentioned other stakeholders invotién the cocreating process, such &xcal leaderstural
forums, local government, and the media.
5 However the most significant common feature of the
co-creation strategy in this project sommunication
by whichall stakeholders are connected for making
evaluations and sharing experiencésnally, Robert
explained the success factors and challenges in their
co-creation strategyfA Y R w PrésBnisaliofhére).

When participants were invited to make their o
NBTFfSOGAZ2Y 2y w20SNIQa LINBaS,
was relating to what the main stakeholders in the co

| Figure7: Presentation by ARF project | creation process share sub-groups but not with all
stakeholders, asin his presentation, Robert

mentioned the resercher is linked with be benefary throughresearchand with the practitioner

through networking Additionally, the prettioner and the bewficiary are connectedhrough a
learningprocess. Hence, it was indicated that these research, learning, and networking processes need

to be shared among all stakeholders together in a common circigpodcommunication Moreover,

there was also a commentdm the participans that beneficiariesiere should be referred tdy a
RAFTTFSNByY (0 (afybtgroupd ochiakehaliters & 2 NJ & SY R dza SiblietybodyNJ ¢ 2 6 Y
in the projectisa 6 SY ST.A OA | NE ¢

Robert was also &ed what greatest challengbey encountered whé working with the team, and he

said the competition among partners in bringing ithewn agenda waslifficult at some point In

response to another question relating to the contribution of localigedous technical knowledge in

the process of the ceredion, Robert indicated that farmers were applying traditional seed
broadcastingand this practice was contrasted witbw plantinghA y G KS LINR2 2SO0 s S E LIS N
addition, local knowledge of pest contriechniques were integrated into the projec

Scaling -Up iBi o-dJmame Nutrient Cycling for Heal t ho in R u
(BUNCH2Scale)
By Anna Bon

This ARF project is implemented in Bangladesh with the aim of scaling up Hiadea organic
fertilizer througha usercentric system.

The presentation by Anna Bon started by further elaborating wdhateantby cocreation in research.

She calls theocreated researc® ¥ ! wC & aNBFf g2NI R NBaSI NOK gKA
Ay GKS NBIFf ¢2NI ROé ebsHiffe@dt Rerspegtives fioin alSBRehddeisber (G & = A
brought andmixed together to produce newrelevantknowledge. Annaasserted thatreal word

research is usecentred
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Anna discussed various relevainteas

such as how innovation is a networke
process and not a linear one, as well ¢
how diffusion of innovationis seen

through different lenses with different
models In contrast with conventional
research, users have bigger influence ¢
innovations in real life research. She alg
indicated and discussed how real worl
research need critical reflections and
feedbacks depending on variou

perspectives. Her_lce, _Anna said, tf Figure8: Proposed Framework for @yeation by Anna Bon (a
Bunch2Scale project Is F?al world | component of heanpublished PhD Research)
research located in a specific context or

rural Bangladesh to improve real life situation with interdisciplinary andransdisciplinary
engagementdor sustainable impact.

A proposed framework for co-creation

Solution

Anna then presented the proposed framework ofaeation inher project as shown in the Slide
(Figure 7)She explained that there are a number of paths to getr#® solution which are nothe
conventional straight line. In this kind of research, she added, there needs to be an exploration of other
lines or paths which cdd take us from the problem sphere to the solution sphefiad Annd2 a
presentationhere).

hy | Yyl Qa edelchyrojects ghbultl basdrcentered, a question was raised on how to
resolve the tension between the researcher and the dondnna replied thatflexibility from the
R2y2NIRa &aiARS andithadte dus shotldialwslisibg dn Ihe ugeon what the target
group wans, rather than what the donor wants.

2.1.6.Group Discussions: Challenges adggestion®n CaeCreation

As the afternoon sessions are mainly focused on the topic of knowledgeeaton, the participants
gained clarity on how teoevisit their own projects a pinpoint the challenges they may encounter.
Hence, the group discussiorafterwards were relevant for the participants to come up with
suggestions on how to resolve the challenges.

Before group discussion began, Cora made a short presentation to degaiitelines and pointed out
dilemmas intransdisciplinaryand transnational collaboration, as well as topics that should not be
discussed(such as cooperation, and participatioir) order to focus mainly on eoreation and
significantly related factor&nowledge cecreationis a form of cooperation in research where different
parties (researchers and stakeholders) in the knowledge process (demand and supply) interact and
engage in joint learning to define problems, formulate possible solutions, design the research, conduct
the research, assess theaults and to translate these into new practices and produsite explained

When looking atlilemmasof co-creationit isimportant to take notice from the start of differences in
expectations and assumptions, of the different benefits and interestpé&wmers involved, of the
variety of meanings and interpretatiorier similar concepts and terminologies, and the diversity of
positions and experiences that may result in different influence.

Obvious constraints exist for collaboration that also infloe cecreation, such as timend financial
constraints, the difficulties around transnational communication, and working with a variety of
languages, backgroundsultures and personalitiesIin the workshop exercise on knowledge- co
creation he aim was at to discuss the obvious but only addreksse challengewhen they directly
influence cecreation, in particular when different languages, backgrounds and cultures lead to
different assumptionsinterpretations and concepisCora emphasizedollaboratn as sucleadsto
challenges that need to be worked iata consortium and research teawia (virtual) communication
and sharingas a prerequisite for eoreation
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Find the explanation handout for the group work on co -creation here .

Group dscussions were conducted in two rounds
with four groups, and members of one
consortium were placed in different groups so
that they might learn from and share a wide
array ofexperiencesin the first round, members
of each group indicated at least two alenges
they perceived in relation to coreation to
merge and discuss them, and to finally come up
with three main problems and challeng&uring
the first round of group discussions, there was an
inclination among some participants to mie-
creation wth collaboration. In order to identify
problems and challenges, participants were
encouraged to go beyond collaboration and to
really focus on issues that may hinder -co
creationof knowledge in particularAs a result,
participants made thorough discussis and
listed the mos relevant challenges, such gmor cooperation and mistrust among consortium
members, lack of inputs from business sector, different interest among members and stakeholders,
andweaklinkage between researchers and practitioners.

Thegroup dscussions continued in the second round to come up with suggestionsssmwhielearned
for addressing challenges faced in knowledgem@ation The following lessons were drawn from the
four group discussianand sharedrad discussed plenary ldiy Sarah
9 Sharing perspectiee among each
consortiumpartner is important i
1 Research design should allowa®ationof
knowledge and be flexible andopen for
new ideas
Working with multidisciplinary actors
brings out efficiency of the project
Cocreation can be a timeonsuming g
process
Continuous negotiation
stakeholders is essential
There should be equal involvement of &
partnersfrom project conceptioronwards
and this should be communicatém the .
q ;J[I?T:tple and understandable language FigurelO: Participants in Group Discussions |
relevant for effective communication
between all stakeholders
Similarly, participants have also forwarded relevant suggestions to effectively impldmemedge
co-creation. Here are the major ones:

=A = =4 =4

9 Bring all partners on board to make practical guidelines and destopnmunication strategy
Maintain horizontal relations among partners

Define roles of stakeholders in the process of knowledgereation

Continuously dialogue to merge different kniegige and create platforms for proper
communication and knowledge sharing

Clarify expectations from the start and involve neutral party for designing expectations and the
research.

Duringthe plenary sessignn reaction to the presented lessons, and sesfgpnsa number of issues
were raised and discussed among the participahit® challenges of remaining flexible and sometimes
changing research design while-c@atingwere discussedHereit was noted thatit is important to
identify whether the changgcan be easily incorporateshder given constraintsr whether theymay

= E
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require a whole other and bigger researdh addition, on the issue of relating the donor as a

stakeholder, it was indicated thahe R2 y 2 N &

NEEfS Fa I &dihethéekfact RSNJ Ol

(Eradicating existing hunger and malnutritioRromoting inclusive and sustainable growth in the
agricultural sectar and Creating ecologically sustainable food systeinsthe proposals andhat
engagement with the donor is necessary toehéhe foci. Another major point raised in the plenary
was the role of a facilitator for an effective -coeation. The facilitator can eithdse part of the
consortium or a more neutralutsider, but the facilitator is very important in-@veationg a pont that
got a general consensus among participants.

Thefirstdayofl KS 62 NJ] aK2LJ Sy RS RshortrecaK® & 68 RRIF& @a t A &It Kigg2 A
a reminder that one of the objectives of the day was to promote connections for sharing ofddgmvl

and experience amongst members of different ARF projects, and encouragement to continue such
exchange into the evening and coming days.

The objectives of the second day of the workshop was to enhance knowledge sharing and research
uptake. The day began withbrief introduction of he day® activities bythe lead facilitator, and then

a participatory recap of the previous day, in whiphrticipants were instructed to havehort
discussion in pairs about their favorite elements of tiday before A few pairs were called upon to
share a summary of their highlights with the wider group, and they expressed having appreciated
lessors on the significance of communication for-ceeation, distinguishing between collaboration

and cocreation, and the severaietworking opportunities and especially for getting to know one
another during thespeeddating activity, which promoted meaningfititeractionamongparticipants.

2.2.1.Introduction on Knowledge Sharing and Research Uptake

This was the first presentation of the day by Vanessa Nigfanessa explained how concepts in
application of research findings in reabrld situations had shiftedrém researchvalorization or
disseminatiorto research uptake, the latter of which is the focus of the ARF project theory of change.

Research uptake denotes all activities ¢
the entire research project that facilitate
and contribute to the use of resarch

results by policy makers, practitioner:
and other development actorsthe four
maincomponents of research uptalee:

Stakeholder Engagement, Capac
Building, Communication, an

Monitoring and Evaluation.

Engaging stakeholder involves first identifying
relevant stakeholders in both the inner and outer
project circle, and then developing a strategy for
effective engagement. Assessing the capacity of target
groups and providing the necesry training and
support isanother component of researchuptake.

With regad to communication, Vanessa explained
that consortium membergseed tocommunicatevhen
important things happen and to infornthe project

team so that theproject may adaptto the need of .
various targetgroupd f a2 aKS | 4 F@®NI SRI

understand each other, bi¢ in language or conceptuatlyéy manitoring andevaluationof research
uptake several considerations were highlighted and paramount of these, it was indicated that
constantlypaying attention to lessons learned is verypontant. Finally, her presentation ended by
explaining the supporting role ¢i&BKP and NW/OTRO in projeaesearch uptakefor example
through providing a platform for information shariagd exchang€ind Vaness@ gresentationhere).

C2tt26AYy3

+ySaal Qa

LINB & Sy i | byt gatticipants/adavfaiBNI 2 T |j d

discussion waséld. Regarding stakeholdengagementand communicationthe conflict between
stakeholders in connection with communicating results was one of the issues mentibmes noted
that all projects havelear agreemergto makeresultsopen accessspublic money is not intended
to support any one company. Moreover, it was discussed that there should not be any sufprise
participating companiegvhen the product is out in the market and vsity stakeholders and public

demonstrations are necessary. Marcel van Nijnatten added fitgaty”

iKS R2y2NIRe LRAYI

moneyfor ARF research projects is intend®do for knowledgeharing (as well as generation through
co-creation)and heinformed the projects to disseminate knowledge as much as possédiss to
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donors,and without delg. Inresponse to another question on monitoring angb&uation, it was also
noted that it should besimple but ongoingyundertaken throughout the project

Poster Presentation & Networking .
Coffee and lunch breaks were a good opportunity not only for so’
networking, but also for learning about the other ARF projects thro s
posters presented on the wall. Each ARF project brought an Al
poster with a summary of the project.

2.2.2.Presentations orResearch Uptake Approach in ARF Projects

Two presentationon interpretation and application aksearch uptakevere madein orderto model
and encourage reflection dmow research uptake isnderstood in ARprojects.

Enhancing Kersting 6s Gr oun dayiwé ) P roduction and Marketability to | mprove Food
Security in Benin
By Mathieu Ayenan

The general objective of this project is to improve productiof R | @F Af F 6 Af AGe 2F { SN
grains in rural and urban markets in Benin. Mathieu presented howthject applies research uptake

and explained the main success fastof their approach. He statatiat involving the private sector

in the corsortium can be regarded as one success factor in relation to sustainability of the project.
Moreover, engaging with farmergonsumersand regulatory agencie# their project hagpotential

results inincreasing adoption of seed varieties ancpomoting favourableseed regulationsOn the

other hand, hementionedthat stimulating interest at regional level could béuaure challengg(find

Mail K A frezéntationhere).

On the issue of involvingregulatory agency as a stakeholder, participants asked if the project has a
formal agreement and how to deal with a change in tirector of the agency or similar situations.
Mathieu indicated thatthe project does not only inviteigkctors of significam agenciesbut also
technical persons. Hencdat was indicated that connection with regulatory agencies or other
stakeholders should not depend solely ome person.

Improved Resilience through Sus tainable Production of Grafted Tomatoes in Uganda
(IRESO)
By Julius Ssemyalo

The main goal of this project is tmprove wealth, nutrition andesiliencen its target groups through

sustainable production of grafted tomatoes in Uganidldius presented #research uptake approach

of the project by elaboratingn the role of and interaction between all stakeholders. He indicated

number of success factors, includihgw all stakeholdersrom students,to field level partnersaand

private sector actorsre highly interested in contributing to the agendeleidentified the fact that

some youthwould rather work indivdudly than jointly as ae of the challengesfX y R Wdzf A dzi ¢
presentationhere).

2.2.3.Group Work: Stakeholder Engagementsidg the Alignment, Interest
and Influence Matrix(AlIM)

Next in the prog ram was a team exerciset o practice applying the AlIM framework for an applied

research project by firstly identif ying main research project stakeholders, and secondly, by

suggest ing possible courses of action toward effectively engaging th ose stakeholders (find the AlIM
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ARF3 International Workshop and Public Seminar, Ethioptebruary 1316, 2018
[ | —



http://knowledge4food.net/wp-content/uploads/2018/07/arf-3ethiopia_ppt11-mathieu-ayenan_doyiwe.pdf
http://knowledge4food.net/wp-content/uploads/2018/07/arf-3ethiopia_ppt11-mathieu-ayenan_doyiwe.pdf
http://knowledge4food.net/wp-content/uploads/2018/07/arf-3ethiopia_ppt12-julius-ssemyalo_ireso.pdf
http://knowledge4food.net/wp-content/uploads/2018/07/arf-3ethiopia_ppt12-julius-ssemyalo_ireso.pdf
http://knowledge4food.net/wp-content/uploads/2018/07/arf-3ethiopia_handout-aiim-groupwork.pdf

exercise explanation  here ). Workshop participants were divided into four groups, and selected one
of the real ARF project s to practice application of th is AlIM framework . They were firstly asked to list

all project stakeholders. Consequently the were mapping them onto the AlIM according to their level
of Alignment and Interest on the matrix below

Each listed stakeholder nmee was
written on a sticky note, and then
placed on the grid above
according to the following and y
coordinate assessment of
Develop enthusiosm Learn in Alignment (agreement with the
1o address fopic partnership NEaSlINDOK LINe2SOGQa |
mission, values and (uptake)
approach & similarity with the
strateges, attitude and action
Develop awareness Challenge plans) andinterest (engagement
and enthusiasm existing beliefs to projects subject in time, money
and public presentation) made
R according to the considerations
low Interest in specific topic high listed below. After that, as
exercise step 3, projects were
prioritizing  stakeholders and
consideringwhich of the actors identified are the most influential on the practical and/or policy
process the research project wants to influenegnether and how they are connected to the project,
and what steps would be necessary to connect them in the most vauahy With those insights
projects could adapt their currer@ngagement strategy for specific target audiences

=5
@
= s

General level of alignment

T
z

2.2.4.Plenary an GroupAllM Exercise

The outcome s of the individual group  AlIM mapping s were
shared with all workshop participants in a plenary session
Many overarching lessons came out of th is: | » i
f With regard to which stakeholdsr should be .
targeted it wasnoted that not all stakeholders car_
be involved effectively in project, so prioritization &
of stakeholdersthe project wants to work withis [
crucial. ‘
1 Sometimes some stakeholdsido not need to be a
connection the project works witimitially, but will
remain low interesed and low aligned until |
commitment later in the project stage arises
eventually | Figure 1: AlIM Exercise group work |
T Itis important to check and tegtrojectassumptions
regarding to the different stakeholders.
o Itis not reaisticto assume that stakeholders such as donors and financial institutions
are always interested by default, and thusjercts need to make efforts to make them
interested. . o R ] R
o ¢KS YFTUNRE [0620S JI2Sa FTNRY n 02 WKAIKQ f S¢
it is possible for certain stakeholdefesg. concurring private actojdo actually have
negative levels ofinterest and alignment, and as a result of their destructive
contribution towards project goals, these should be mapped and eventually special
action plans for addressing them should be developed.
1 It may be helpful to add a third dimension on connectiongsiing between different actors
(indicatingwho works with and influences whonbecause this can have a large influence on the
engagement strategy of the project.
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2.2.5.Interactive Session on Ideas for Knowledge Sharing and Research Uptake
Activities

The morning session of the second day workshop ended with a short presentation by Vanessa Nigten

and Nynke Humalda of F&BKP. The objeaiivthis presentatiorwas to explain to projects how they

can enhanceco-creation, knowledge sharingand research uptake thrgi the Food & Business

Knowledge Ritform. Projects wershownhow the F&BKP website can be used for those purposes by

viewing the relevant sections of the websitewlas demonstated thatall the ARF projects have their

own project page at the website drthat research results and progresses can be published through

the platform and disseminated vieg&BKRocial medialt wasmade clear that it ithe responsibility of

all ARF project groups tmntinuouslyupdate their own F&BKP project pagé&o this endprojects are

encouraged to develofgnowledgeitems such as videogolicy briefs, reportsblogs,infogrgphics

podcasts and papersThey can bemailed to the F&BKP Offi¢snfo@knowledge4food.netjo be

edited and uploa@d at the project pageThe presenters, moreover, indicatgdssible collaboration

routes withthe variousF&BKP partneris diverse themes in the field #bod andNutrition Security.

Projectswere encouraged to connect and -coeate withthese expertaising the platform.

Projects are also encouraged to subscribe to the newsletter of the platform to follow ongoing activities
to link up toas well as to inform F&BKP and NWMDTRO if there is an interest in a specific research
uptake traininggfind herethe presentationon Knowledge Sharing and Research Ugtake

226, CASEtR +AaAGY {StlY /KAftRNByQa +Affl

The afternoon session of the second day workshoptovassitan2 NBF yAT F GA2y OFff SR {
Village (SCVjo demonstrate knowledge uptake féood andNutrition Security asa case thatelates

to the ARF workshop, and also nutrition sensitive value chain development as relates to the following
Public DaySCVd a humanitarian om@nization established in 198€&byW/ro Tsehay Roschwith the

objective ofcreating a better life for gghars and needy children, and one of the ways that SCV is well

known for achieving its mission is &ygaging in core and extended value chain activities across several

food value chains, right from production to service provision to final market access.

| Figurel2Y h NEI yA O RI ANE HAR @S ritaaltg3Raani¢alS/ocativhal college |

The technical and vocational educatiatich SCV provides encompasses an agricultapartment

and food handling and catering department that provides haodskills for nutrition sensitive value
chains.The ariculture departmentfocuses on organicdiary, poultry, apicuure, and horticulture
while practical field work provides skill development opportunities for students as well as inputs for
the food handling and catering departmenithe food handling and catering department asdkie to
agricutural produce throughprocessing into delicious and nutritious fottht workshop participants

got to experience in the form of a gourmet orgafiie-course meal prepared by students

Both theagriculture and food handling and cateridgpartments ared@ught in a very practical manner
effectively conveying knowledge into practiddie process of production and harvest tfgricultural
products provides hand®n, skillbuilding opportunities for the students of the agricultural
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department, as well agputs for therestaurant which SCV runs as income generating actwity
practical skill building opportunity for students of the catering and food processing depart®Ent
also generates income and promotes agricultural value chains by producingling seedlings and
technology for sustainable agricultur8CV hasffectivelymanaged to successfully address the gap in
access to high qualitjpods by vulnerable populations including scores of orphanslewdncome
families in the neighborhood More information on SCV can be obtained at
www.selamchildrenvillage.org

The ARF participants were especially impressed by the integrated value chain approach and the
vocational training, not only directedt the orphans of SALEM itself but also on children in the
surrounding community who need additional care.

At the end ofthe field visit, Cora Goversade a recap of the day with lessons learméth input from
the participantswhich is presented in thaext section of this report combined in the wrajp of ARF
international workshop.

At the end of the Selam Children's Village visit a vaagwith all partcipants was heldat the field visit

site. Corare-caped thatthe ARF Third Call projects participated in the international workshop in order
to improve impat of their researches, and in line with that objective, sevénals and méhods for
maximizing mpact pathways, reviewing theories of change, selecting and engaging appropriate
stakeholders in effective wayfer co-creation and research uptake were presented, demonstrated,
debated and practicedAdditionally practicalexperience across projects weshared.

Figure B: Workshop participants on field visit to Selam Children's Village
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