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Executive Summary 
 

This report summarises achievements for the ESPA programme from September 1st 2017 to May 
31st, 2018. Dr Kate Schreckenberg served as ESPA Director during this reporting period, and the 
programme saw a renewed focus on academic synthesis, ‘research into use’ activities, programmatic 
learning, and legacy consolidation. 

 

In preparing data for this Logframe analysis, the Directorate team followed the protocols for quality 
assurance that had been prepared and used for the last Logframe report (2016/2017). The report is 
in line with the Logframe rationalisation that was discussed and agreed with DFID during the last 
Annual Review on 19th September 2017. It thus reports against a reduced number of indicators (12).  

 

In relation to its first Outcome indicator, designed to gauge the extent to which “ESPA research 
outputs [are] reflected in national, regional or international development policies and practice”, the 
programme met its target by recording 56 examples (with an increase of 20 compared with last year’s 
report). A number of significant examples of policy and practice influence are highlighted in the 
report, both at the project level (for example, the ECOLIMITS project in Ghana influenced both the 
Global Framework of Action for a Deforestation Free Cocoa Supply Chain and Ghana's Cocoa Forest 
REDD+ Programme) and at the programme-level (an ESPA Working Paper on wellbeing was tabled 
as an official document by the UK delegation at the Intergovernmental Science-Policy Platform on 
Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services - IPBES).  

 

The second Outcome indicator has been fully met and surpassed, with a total of about £77.5m 
“Development activities or investments informed by or utilising ESPA research” over the lifespan of 
the programme, against a target of £65m. For example, the ESPA ‘Mikoko Pamoja’ project served 
as a model for the design of a much larger community conservation project at the Kenya/Tanzania 
border, “Vanga Blue Forests”, which received funding from several sources, including the Leonardo 
Di Caprio Foundation.  

 

The ESPA programme is continuing to excel in delivering high quality, interdisciplinary scientific 
research (Output 1). This year the programme has recorded a cumulative total of 419 journal articles 
(well over the target of 375) of which 89% have been published in ISI journals. Citations for ESPA 
ISI journal articles increased from 5,611 to 8,516 over the last reporting period, with the academic 
papers produced by ESPA academics appearing to be highly topical and more highly cited than 
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would normally be expected for similar research. Although the ESPA programme is achieving good 
overall rates of full (or ‘gold’) open access for its journal articles of 61% (and 65% for articles 
published in the last year), its aspiration of providing a fully open access knowledge and evidence 
base has remained elusive – as has been true throughout the programme. An above-target 
percentage of the journal articles published by ESPA have been interdisciplinary in nature. In 
addition to journal articles, ESPA also continued to produce other types of research outputs (books, 
book chapters, working papers, policy briefs, etc.) – with 762 publications against a target of 750.  

 

The ESPA programme also continues to perform well in facilitating the demand and uptake of 
ecosystem services for poverty alleviation research (Output 2). The programme recorded 175 
examples of ESPA researchers contributing to national, regional or international policy processes, 
exceeding its cumulative target of 145.  

 

In relation to Output 3, which deals with the engagement of developing countries researchers, the 
programme has performed slightly below expectations. The percentage of academic papers 
attributed to ESPA with developing country authorship was 62% against a target of 65%, and the 
percentage of publications with a developing country lead author was 24% slightly below the target 
of 25%. The ESPA programme has been reflecting critically on issues related to North-South 
partnership and some key lessons are summarised in this report.    

 

The final year of the ESPA programme also saw a significant number of programme-wide activities 
led by the Directorate, in terms of academic synthesis (including in particular the publication of an 
edited ESPA book), policy engagement (including a summary of the key policy messages emerging 
from ESPA research), research-into-use events in Asia and Africa, programmatic learning (distilling 
key lessons from ESPA around research with development impact, interdisciplinarity and 
North/South research partnerships) and legacy consolidation (including through the design of a 
legacy website that will ensure that ESPA’s body of knowledge remains in accessible open format 
for four years after the end of the programme).   



 

 iii  

 

 

Table of Contents 

Executive Summary ....................................................................................................................... i 

Table of Contents ......................................................................................................................... iii 

1 Introduction .......................................................................................................................... 4 

2 Highlights from Logframe ................................................................................................... 5 
2.1 Publications .............................................................................................................. 5 
2.2 Open Access ............................................................................................................. 6 
2.3 Citations .................................................................................................................... 6 
2.4 Programme-level synthesis - ESPA’s Scientific Contribution ............................... 8 
2.5 Policy Influence and Knowledge Exchange ........................................................... 9 
2.6 Influencing Development Funding ........................................................................ 10 
2.7 Participation of developing country researchers ................................................. 11 

3 Programme-wide impact and legacy activities ................................................................ 11 

4 Programmatic learning ...................................................................................................... 12 
4.2 North/South Research Partnerships ..................................................................... 13 
4.3 M&E Lessons learned ............................................................................................ 14 

5 ESPA Logical Framework Reporting: Financial Year 2017-18 ........................................ 16 

6 Abbreviations ..................................................................................................................... 27 
 

  



 

 

1 Introduction 
 

1.1. This report summarises progress and achievements for the programme in 2017/18, ESPA’s 
final year of delivery. Under the leadership of Dr Kate Schreckenberg, who joined as ESPA 
Director in February 2017, in its final year ESPA renewed its focus on  

a) Synthesising ESPA’s academic insights and related policy implications;  

b) Putting ESPA insights into use; 

c) Codifying programmatic learning;  

d) Consolidating ESPA’s legacy.  

1.2 The report covers the period from September 1st, 2017 to May 31st, 2018 (unless otherwise 
indicated under individual outputs). This is, therefore, a shorter reporting period compared 
with previous logframe reports. Following the end of ESPA’s active delivery phase on March 
31st, 2018, an additional period of three months (April-June 2018) was dedicated to 
programme reporting, as well as to the finalisation of a number of legacy and related impact 
activities.  

1.3 As in the previous logframe reports, the key source of data for this report is the Research 
Council’s Researchfish system which contains self-reported data submitted by all NERC-
funded ESPA projects. The Principal Investigator for each project is required to input their 
outcomes into Researchfish once a year ahead of a submission deadline in March.  Data 
from Researchfish is then transferred into ESPA’s own Management Information System 
(MIS, the ESPA results database), and through to the ESPA website if it is relevant. 

1.4 In 2018, the submission deadline for researchers to report to Researchfish was March 14th. 
For this reporting period, the data from Researchfish were received by the ESPA Directorate 
on April 27th, 2018. Additional data were added based on the ESPA’s Directorate own 
reporting system over the month of May.  

1.5 During the previous reporting period (2016/2017), the ESPA Directorate undertook an in-
depth review to develop clarity around reporting, and specifically:  

 Analysed and comprehensively documented how data is derived from ESPA’s MIS, 
Researchfish and other sources for the purpose of programme reporting;  

 Conducted a basic process of quality assurance to remove errors, duplicates and to 
ensure that information has been categorised and tagged correctly; 

 Developed a practical step-by-step manual and data protocols to ensure reporting 
consistency;  

 Captured lessons learned around reporting to be shared with donors. A number of these 
key lessons are summarised at the end of this report, and further elaborated in a 
forthcoming ESPA Working Paper.  

1.6 This logframe report therefore reflects the quality assurance process undertaken and the 
enhanced reporting process.  

1.7 In addition to Researchfish, this lograme report, like the previous ones, draws on the ESPA’s 
Directorate own complementary reporting system, which consisted specifically of ‘catch-up 
meetings’ (for which PIs were asked to submit progress reports) as well as completion 
meetings and reports. For the projects that are managed and funded directly by the ESPA 
Directorate, this represents the only reporting line (as these are not required to report through 
Researchfish), and therefore the only source of data for the logframe. 

https://www.researchfish.net/


 

 

1.8 At the last DFID Review in September 2017, DFID and the ESPA Directorate agreed on a 
logframe revision, which removed 7 indicators (due to poor quality data, attribution problems, 
lack of clarity in scope, and/or because they were no longer deemed relevant); amended one 
indicator to reduce its scope for greater clarity, and amending the language in a number of 
places to clarify scope. ESPA is therefore currently reporting against a set of 12 indicators. 
As part of this logframe revision, appropriate targets for the reporting period 2017-2018 were 
agreed. There were no further adjustments made to the logframe in 2017/2018.  

1.9 Details about each indicator are embedded as Excel documents in the Annex to this report.  

 

2 Highlights from Logframe 

2.1 Publications 

2.1.1 The ESPA programme continues to perform well above expectations. This year the 
programme has recorded 419 journal articles (89% published in ISI journals) (Fig. 1), 17 
books, and 45 book chapters. This represents a 45% increase, for the second year in a row.1  

2.1.2 In addition to journal articles and books the ESPA programme has continued to produce a 
large amount of “grey literature”. The ESPA Directorate records grey literature as “other 
publications” produced by the programme such as conference papers, technical reports and 
working publications, as well as “engagement publications” such as policy briefs, newsletters, 
and other short publications.  

2.1.3 Some of these other publications are of considerable legacy value, and will be featured 
prominently on the ESPA legacy website, which will be hosted by the University of Edinburgh 
and will remain live for four years (until March 2022) after the end of the project.  

 

 

 
 

Figure 1 – Cumulative number of ESPA’s journal articles since 2013.  

                                                
1 Articles are counted up to May 15th, 2018. 
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2.2 Open Access 

2.2.1 The UK Government in 2012 committed to a shift towards open access publication of the 
results of all publicly-funded research in the UK. In April 2013, the UK Research Councils 
introduced a block grant to universities and eligible research organisations to cover the cost 
of article processing charges. 

2.2.2 The original aspiration was for ESPA to provide a fully 100% open access knowledge and 
evidence base. As this target proved too ambitious, a new target of 70% was established in 
the last logframe revision. Even this new target was not reached, and 61.1% of all ESPA 
journal articles are open access as of this report (however, the percentage is 65% since July 
2017, showing an improving trend).  

2.2.3 Several reasons can be identified for ESPA’s inability to meet Open Access targets, including 
the fact that ESPA’s funders provide a block grant to UK institutions only to cover open 
access publishing. Therefore, only articles including at least one author from a UK institution 
are eligible, discriminating against papers with only southern authorship or those from UK 
institutions (like Edinburgh Napier) which are not part of the scheme. Furthermore, even 
researchers from block grant receiving universities are increasingly finding it difficult to obtain 
open access funding from their universities. This is because the current process of assessing 
research excellence (the ‘REF’) in UK universities has moved to accept ‘green’ open access 
(essentially deposition of a pre-publication author’s proof in a university repository from where 
external users can request an individual copy from authors) rather than insisting on ‘gold’ 
open access (papers are shown as open access on the journal website). The implications of 
this are twofold: the ESPA programme struggles to achieve its targets both with regard to 
open access funding and developing country authorship.  

2.2.4 To address some of these problems, the Directorate launched a new open access fund in 
May 2017. The fund supports ESPA researchers to publish journal articles in open access 
format only if supporting evidence has been provided to show why such funding has not been 
obtained from their own research institutions. The amount of funding was agreed with the 
Programme Executive Board and was fully taken up by PIs by the end of May 2018. The 
Directorate supported 12 requests between 1st April 2017 and 31st May 2018 (with 5 funded 
pre-April 2017). It is interesting to note that the number of requests for Open Access grants 
has been quite low; all requests have been funded (in some cases, requests have been 
submitted and then withdrawn).  

2.2.5 Although this fund seems to have had some positive impact on the programme’s open access 
rates, a key learning point for future programmes is that the importance of Open Access 
publication (and related contractual requirements) needs to be emphasised much more from 
the outset, with clarity on whether ‘gold’ or ‘green’ open access is preferred. 

2.3 Citations  

2.3.1 This is another area where the ESPA programme has excelled. Citations of ESPA 
publications increased from 5,438 to 8,516 over the last year (Fig. 2). The programme has 
now exceeded the ambitious target of 7500 set for 2018.  

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

Figure 1. Cumulative trend in citations in ISI Web of Science for ESPA journal publications since August 2014 

  

2.3.2 In 2016, the Directorate created a new indicator to compare the citation rates of ESPA journal 
publications with the global average for environmental science research to allow an 
assessment to be made on the programme’s research value. Global average citation rates 
are taken from Web of Science (previously known as Web of Knowledge) produced by the 
Institute of Scientific Information (ISI), and accessible from 
https://esi.incites.thomsonreuters.com/BaselineAction.action. Citation rates of ESPA’s 
journal articles have consistently exceeded the global average for the field, showing that the 
ESPA programme has funded high-level research that has strong impact within the field. 

 

 

Figure 3. Comparison of ESPA publication average citation rates (by year of publication) and the global 
average for the field. 
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2.4 Programme-level synthesis - ESPA’s Scientific Contribution 

2.4.1 A particular achievement of the ESPA programme in this reporting period has been the 
publication of the edited volume “Ecosystem Services and Poverty Alleviation: Trade-offs and 
Governance”. Published in an Open Access format via the Taylor & Francis website, the book 
synthesises the headline messages and compelling evidence from ESPA-funded projects 
over its lifetime to address the questions at the heart of ecosystems and wellbeing research. 
The authors, all ESPA researchers and leading specialists, address the evolving framings 
and contexts for the programme, and review the impacts of ongoing drivers of change, 
present new ways to achieve sustainable wellbeing, equity, diversity, and resilience, and 
evaluate the potential contributions from conservation projects, payment schemes, and novel 
governance approaches across scales from local to national and international. Draft chapters 
were presented at ESPA’s 2017 Annual Science Conference (Edinburgh, 29-30 Nov 2017) 
which provided the opportunity for validation by a wider academic audience. The ESPA book 
is one of the key legacy assets arising from the programme, providing a rich and important 
reference source for advanced students, researchers and policy-makers in ecology, 
environmental studies, ecological economics and sustainable development. 

2.4.2 Based on the ESPA book, key policy messages have been distilled in the summary for policy-
makers, entitled ‘An environment for wellbeing: pathways out of poverty’. The document is 
available as a pdf download or in Digibook format, and its Executive Summary has been 

translated into six languages (Bengali, Chinese, French, Hindi, Spanish and Portuguese). 
The policy summary was printed and distributed as a flagship publication for ESPA 
messages at the ESPA finale events in Nairobi (8-9 March), Kathmandu (13-14 March) 
and at the Professional Development Courses in Malawi, Kenya and Madagascar (see 
below). Hard copies will also be available for the UK finale event in London (14 June). 

2.4.3 Nature Scientific Data, an open access journal that publishes papers describing large 
datasets on publicly-accessible data archives is due to release its special issue in July 2018 
on ESPA data collection – a collection of papers describing publicly archived datasets from 
several ESPA-funded projects including DELTAS, PIMA and Mountain-EVO, among others. 
Facilitated by ESPA PI, Professor Katherine Homewood, this special collection makes 
available to a wider scientific audience a set of rigorously compiled and carefully curated 
interdisciplinary open access datasets characterising interactions in these social-ecological 
systems, each offering considerable potential for further analysis both in their own right and 
in conjunction with new data, and as baselines for future studies of the impacts of 
environmental change and interventions. Several additional data papers are in review and 
will be added to this collection as they are accepted. 

2.4.4 In February / March, the ESPA Directorate delivered a Professional Development Course 
(PDC) to build the capacity of African academics across universities in Malawi, Kenya and 
Madagascar around Ecosystem Services for Poverty Alleviation. The overall aim of the PDC 
was to improve the capacity of lecturers to teach senior undergraduate and postgraduate 
courses on Ecosystem Services for Poverty Alleviation within each institution in attendance. 
A package of teaching materials was created – covering ten topics, each with an annotated 
PowerPoint slide deck with accompanying case study material – and tested via delivery of a 
three-day course in each target country with groups of 15-20 lecturers from differing 
institutions and disciplines.  

2.4.5 Based on feedback from course participants, the Directorate is now revising and finalising 
the package of learning materials so that English and French versions of the final PDC 
package will be made openly available via ESPA’s legacy website before the end of June. 

https://www.taylorfrancis.com/books/e/9780429016295
https://www.taylorfrancis.com/books/e/9780429016295
https://www.espa-headlines.ac.uk/


 

 

The Directorate is also continuing investigating the potential to partner with UK and/or African 
partners to extend this work in terms of reach and sustainability beyond the life of the ESPA 
programme. 

2.5 Policy Influence and Knowledge Exchange 

2.5.1 The ESPA programme had a target of “ESPA research outputs reflected in national, regional 
or international development policies and practice” (indicator O.1) in 55 instances over the 
lifetime of the programme. This target was met, with 56 instances recorded.  

2.5.2 There are several notable examples of ESPA policy influence during the period under 
consideration. Results from the ECOLIMITS project in Ghana have fed into the Global 
Framework of Action for a Deforestation Free Cocoa Supply Chain, signed by the 
Government of Ghana and a number of major companies (including Touton, Ferrero, Godiva, 
Nestlé, Sainsbury’s, among others). The Framework was approved at the UN Climate 
Change Conference (COP23) in Bonn in November 2017. Research findings also influenced 
Ghana's Emission Reductions Program for the Cocoa Forest Mosaic Landscape. (i.e., 
Ghana's Cocoa Forest REDD+ Program). ESPA has captured the story of the impact of the 
ECOLIMITS project in Ghana in an Impact Case-study and related video – both of which will 
remain available on the ESPA legacy website.  

2.5.3 The project “Developing capacity to support the integration of environmental data into 
multidimensional poverty indicators for improved poverty measurement and alleviation” 
provides an interesting example of longer-term engagement with global and national policy 
processes, with the potential to enable change at different levels. As early signs of impact, 
the project team provided inputs into the UNDP/UNEP PEI strategic plan in December 2017 
(global level) as well as into the Rwandan 2017 Poverty Reduction Strategy (national level). 
An impact case study is currently being finalised by the ESPA Directorate to tell this story.  

2.5.4 Working with Professor Unai Pascual – a former researcher on an ESPA-funded project and 
a member of the Multidisciplinary Expert Panel of the Intergovernmental Science-Policy 
Platform on Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services (IPBES) – the Directorate delivered a joint 
two-day workshop in Murua, Spain in February 2018. The workshop was designed to bring 
together experts from ESPA and IPBES to: 1) transfer knowledge from ESPA to IPBES 
regarding ways to analyse human wellbeing in the context of ecosystem services; 2) discuss 
how such knowledge can be best put into use in IPBES assessments given the IPBES 
conceptual framework, in particular focusing on the links between “nature’s contributions to 
people” (NCP) and a good quality of life (GQL); 3) identify knowledge gaps, opportunities and 
challenges in the analysis and assessment of NCP-GQL. The key output for this workshop 
was an ESPA Policy and Practice Briefing which was presented by the UK delegation to the 
IPBES plenary in March 2018 as “Infdoc #34”.  A short academic paper on opportunities and 
challenges learnt from ESPA for practical NCP-GQL assessments will also be produced, 
aimed at submission to an interdisciplinary journal in 2018. 

2.5.5 Interestingly, some relevant cases of ESPA impact are not counted in the ESPA logframe, 
as indicator O.1 only counts influence at the national, regional and international levels, thus 
leaving out impact achieved at the local and sub-national levels. For example, ESPA 
research informs local citizens’ action to protect critical water sources in the northern Indian 
state of Uttarakhand, in particular by providing evidence for a Public Interest lawsuit. The 
case is documented in an ESPA Impact Story.   

2.5.6 ESPA continued to perform well in relation to contributing evidence to 
national/regional/international processes, panels and committees of policy relevance 
(indicator 2.1), with 175 instances reported, thus exceeding its overall target of 145. For 
example, the P4GES project team had the opportunity to brief the President of Madagascar, 

http://www.espa.ac.uk/files/espa/Climate%20smart%20cocoa%20ESPA%20Impact%20story_FINAL%20WEB.pdf
http://www.espa.ac.uk/multimedia/video/promoting-sustainability-and-wellbeing-ghanas-cocoa-forests
http://www.espa.ac.uk/files/espa/ESPA%20Wellbeing%20Policy%20Brief%20FINAL%20WEB_0.pdf
http://www.espa.ac.uk/files/espa/Nainital%20impact%20story_web_final.pdf


 

 

H.E. Hery Rajaonarimampianina at a round table discussion at Kew Gardens in September 
2017. PI Julia Jones spoke about optimising conservation and development outcomes in 
Madagascar. 

2.5.7 The ESPA Directorate, often in collaboration with project teams, has produced 12 Policy and 
Practice Briefs and 2 Working Papers (with two additional ones still being finalised) during 
the period under consideration. In recognition of the fact that different research users prefer 
to ‘digest’ content in different format, the Directorate has also produced a number of 
multimedia products, namely: 

 a flagship documentary film to share headline messages for the programme (“An 
Environment for Wellbeing: Pathways Out of Poverty” (available in long and short 
formats),  

 films about projects in Bangladesh and Ghana;   

 an animation on equity in Protected Areas. 

These videos have been successfully used in the ESPA Finale events in Asia and Africa as 
‘jumping off points’ for facilitated discussion. Such products are also well suited to online 
distribution, and are popular for being digitally ‘shared’ as part of ESPA’s legacy.  

 

2.6 Influencing Development Funding 

2.6.1 ESPA has performed well with regard to its indicator of influencing development funding, with 
a total of approximately £77.5m reported, exceeding the ambitious target of £65m.  

2.6.2 For example, the ESPA-funded Mikoko Pamoja2 project served as a model for the community 
of Vanga, on the Kenya-Tanzania border, to initiate its own mangrove conservation project. 
The Vanga mangroves sustain a community about three times the size of Gazi (the original 
Mikoko Pamoja site), with high levels of poverty. The community worked with Mikoko Pamoja 
to develop their project proposal and received funding from various donors, including £35,137 
from the Leonardo Di Caprio Foundation, to start in July 2018.3  

2.6.3 In another notable instance, in December 2017 the U.S. Agency for International 
Development (USAID) committed $15 million to support scaling up green infrastructure, the 
natural ecosystems that provide key services like regulating water flows and preventing 
erosion, as a measure to manage water risks in Peru. The commitment comes in the form of 
a cooperative agreement signed with Forest Trends, an international non-governmental 
organisation that works to innovate and scale-up finance for conservation, to implement the 
Green Infrastructure for Water Security project. Under this new agreement, Forest Trends 
will lead the Invierte Verde (“Invest Green”) consortium, composed of the Consortium for 
Sustainable Development of the Andean Ecoregion (CONDESAN), the Peruvian Society of 
Environmental Law (SPDA), EcoDecisión, and Imperial College London. Findings from the 

                                                
2 Mikoko Pamoja is the name used locally to indicate a number of different ESPA-funded initiatives, all led by Edinburgh 

Napier University. ‘Capacity-building for mangrove assessment, restoration and valuation in East Africa’ (NE/G008078/1, 
2009-2010) developed local expertise to conserve and restore mangroves in East Africa. The ‘Swahili Seas’ project 
(NE/I003401/1, 2010-2013) conducted further research into the economic value of Kenyan mangroves, and mapped out 
areas under high threat and with high value for policy-makers to assess priorities. ‘Coastal ecosystem services in East 
Africa’ (NE/L001535/1 – 2013-2017) assessed the carbon density of seagrass meadows and opportunities and barriers to 
conservation. An impact story on Mikoko Pamoja can be found on the ESPA website: 
http://www.espa.ac.uk/files/espa/Kenya%20mangroves%20impact%20story_web_final.pdf  
3 The project (“Vanga Blue Forests”) is featured on the Foundation’s website: https://www.leonardodicaprio.org/vanga-
blue-forests/  

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=8M3eqMBYahQ
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=QYOo7okfVr4
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=5b26UtBSeu4&t=8s
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ktFa5Ew2r1s&t=25s
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=1sWe8Q7aC40&list=PLu4ugJo_67JojJtaaVpF9EwtfR7OnAFkC&index=1
http://www.espa.ac.uk/files/espa/Kenya%20mangroves%20impact%20story_web_final.pdf
https://www.leonardodicaprio.org/vanga-blue-forests/
https://www.leonardodicaprio.org/vanga-blue-forests/


 

 

ESPA Mountain Evo project influenced the design of the project and will influence its 
implementation.4 

 

2.7 Participation of developing country researchers 

2.7.1 In relation to Output 3, which deals with the engagement of developing countries researchers, 
the programme has performed slightly below expectations. Although the targets were revised 
to be less ambitious in the last logframe revision, ESPA has again fallen slightly short in 
2017/2018 (62% with regard to co-authorship, against a target of 65%, and 24% with regard 
to lead authorship, against a target of 25%). It should be noted that a lack of baseline data 
(e.g. in relation to other comparable research programmes) significantly limits the degree to 
which it is possible to assess how well ESPA has fared on these indicators. 

2.7.2 The ESPA programme has been reflecting critically on issues related to North-South 
partnership and some key lessons are summarised below (see section 4 below). 

 

3 Programme-wide impact and legacy activities 

 

3.1 As this is the last report on the programme’s performance, we highlight here some relevant 
programme-level impact and legacy activities. The Directorate oversaw the delivery of 
several ‘Research Into Use’ events in Africa / South Asia between January and February 
2018, working with local organisations that had been strategically selected as legacy partners 
who could help to own and disseminate ESPA insights beyond the life of the programme. 

3.2 In partnership with the Ecosystem-based Adaptation for Food Security in Africa (EBAFOSA) 
national chapter offices, the ESPA Directorate delivered workshops in Kenya (31 attendees) 
and Malawi (46 attendees) in January 2018 to disseminate ESPA insights on Climate Smart 
Agriculture. There are three core outputs associated with this strand of thematic work: 1) an 
ESPA Working Paper, titled ‘Scaling up climate-smart agriculture: Lessons from ESPA 
research’, 2) an ESPA Policy & Practice Brief, titled ‘Ensuring climate-smart agriculture 
‘leaves no one behind’’, and 3) a colourful wall poster that highlights the ways that climate-
smart agriculture can be ‘pro-poor’. 

3.3 The Directorate delivered two regional finale events in March 2018: 

 A two-day African finale event was held at ICRAF (Nairobi, Kenya) on 8 & 9 March. The 
whole event was oriented towards the creation and ratification of an ESPA Declaration 
by African researchers, practitioners and policy makers: ‘ESPA Africa Declaration: 
Accountability to local communities can improve environment and poverty outcomes’. 
Keynote speeches were delivered by Dr Alice Kaudia (Environment Secretary at the 
Ministry of Environment and Natural Resources, Kenya), and Senator Irungu Kanga’ta 
(Deputy Chief whip and Senator for Murang’a County). Following-up from the March 
declaration, the chair of the drafting committee, Professor Sosten Chiotha, is taking 
forward ESPA learning on behalf of the signatories with the African Union (Ethiopia) in 
June 2018. 

                                                
4 https://rmportal.net/news-events/news-usaid-rmp/usaid-and-forest-trends-sign-15-million-agreement-to-

scale-up-green-infrastructure-for-water-security-in-peru 

https://www.espa.ac.uk/files/espa/Scaling%20up%20climate-smart%20agriculture%20final%20web.pdf
https://www.espa.ac.uk/files/espa/Scaling%20up%20climate-smart%20agriculture%20final%20web.pdf
https://www.espa.ac.uk/files/espa/ESPA%20Policy%20Brief%20Climate%20Smart%20Agriculture%20FINAL%20WEB_0.pdf
https://www.espa.ac.uk/files/espa/ESPA%20Policy%20Brief%20Climate%20Smart%20Agriculture%20FINAL%20WEB_0.pdf
http://www.espa.ac.uk/africa-declaration
http://www.espa.ac.uk/africa-declaration
https://rmportal.net/news-events/news-usaid-rmp/usaid-and-forest-trends-sign-15-million-agreement-to-scale-up-green-infrastructure-for-water-security-in-peru
https://rmportal.net/news-events/news-usaid-rmp/usaid-and-forest-trends-sign-15-million-agreement-to-scale-up-green-infrastructure-for-water-security-in-peru


 

 

 A two-day Asian finale event was held in partnership with ICIMOD (in Kathmandu) on 13 
& 14 March. The event was co-hosted by the Nepal Ministry of Forests and Environment 
and the inaugural address was delivered by Dr Yubak Dhoj GC, Secretary of Nepal’s 
Ministry of Forests and Environment who commended the platform provided by the 
symposium as a “collective response to the common threat to ecosystems”.   

 

3.4 A key effort of the ESPA Directorate in its last year has been the design of a new welcoming, 

well-signposted and easily navigated, refreshed legacy website, which makes ESPA’s content 
readily available and shareable after the end of the programme. This responds to a specific 
recommendation contained in the DFID 2017 Annual Review (“the Directorate should ensure 
that the body of knowledge produced throughout the lifetime of the programme is curated and 
maintained in accessible open format for at least two years beyond the life of the programme”). 
Significant effort has gone into understanding and addressing the needs of Southern research 
end-users in accessing information on the website – in particular through end-user workshops 
and interviews in Asia and Africa, and 3 Southern users ‘personas’ were developed to guide 
website design (one researcher, one practitioner and one policy-maker). Furthermore, the new 
sections of the website have been consistently developed with a view to ‘low bandwidth’ users 

– i.e. limiting the load time for individual pages. 
 
3.5 Finally, to address the needs of users with low connectivity, a collection of all ESPA open 

access publications has been produced on USB sticks. These USB sticks were distributed at 
ESPA’s finale events and trainings, where they were much appreciated, because they help 
developing country users overcome problems with accessing materials on poor internet 
connections, and they make sharing documents easier.  

 

4 Programmatic learning 

4.1 During ESPA’s final year, as a key element of building its legacy, the Directorate has devoted 
considerable time and attention to capturing programmatic learning, in a way that can be 
useful for funders and managers of current and future ESPA-like programmes. Learning was 
distilled at two levels: first, in relation to individual research projects, and second, in relation 
to the ESPA programme as a whole (and the extent to which ESPA has been able to make 
its ‘programme’ whole greater than the sum of its constituent ‘project’ parts).  

4.2 This year-long process included a number of data-collection methods, including a desk 
review of relevant literature and ESPA historic documentation, an online survey, Key 
Informant Interviews, and a workshop on interdisciplinarity. A number of key outputs have 
been produced (or are currently being finalised) as a result: Two working papers, focusing 
respectively on project-level and programme-level learning, are currently being finalised, and 
will be made available on the ESPA legacy website shortly; Two Policy & Practice Briefs 
summarising programmatic learning on Interdisciplinarity and Equitable Partnerships have 
been produced and are available on the ESPA legacy website. ESPA learning has been 
disseminated through three webinars. 

4.3 Part of the process of programmatic learning overlapped chronologically with the DFID-
commissioned Independent End of Programme Review. Care was taken to ensure 
complementarity and avoid duplication between the two parallel processes, and to share 
relevant information gathered. The EPR and the ESPA’s own programmatic learning process 
reached similar conclusions on a number of key issues (as detailed in the ESPA working 
paper “Research with Development Impact”, forthcoming). This is in line with an agreed ‘key 

http://www.espa.ac.uk/files/espa/ESPA%20Policy%20Brief%20Interdisciplinarity.pdf
http://www.espa.ac.uk/files/espa/ESPA%20Policy%20Brief_Partnerships.pdf


 

 

action’ in the DFID 2017 (“The DFID lead advisers for the ESPA programme and the 
Directorate will engage with the external review team to co-ordinate respective efforts on 
programmatic learning”). The interaction between the Directorate and the DFID external 
review team has proven beneficial and rewarding for learning purposes.  

4.4 Based on the programmatic learning process, some key ‘concluding’ lessons related to 
North/South research partnership and M&E are summarised here, for their relevance to the 
logframe. These are explored in more depth and detail in an upcoming Working Paper on 
programme-wide learning. 

North/South Research Partnerships 

4.5 As discussed above, the ESPA Programme has traditionally under-performed with regard to 
the indicators of Output 3 (“Developing country researchers participate actively in ESPA 
research and their capacity is enhanced”). While the lack of baseline data does not allow us 
to assess whether the set targets were too ambitious, it is clear that ESPA has fallen short of 
its ambition with regard to Southern engagement. Significant attention in the process of 
programmatic learning has been dedicated to the issue of North/South research partnerships 
(resulting in a dedicated Policy and Practice Brief as well as Working Papers’ chapters). 

4.6 A number of challenges made it particularly difficult to track progress against these logframe 
indicators. A lack of clear, operational definitions and appropriate means of monitoring 
hindered the collection of consistent data. For example, there was no clear definition of 
‘Southern’ researchers in the lifetime of the ESPA programme. For logframe reports, 
including the present one, researchers have been classified on the basis of where their 
institution is located. On reflection, this seems to be preferable, and more feasible, than 
alternative classifications (e.g. on the basis of the researcher’s nationality), although it still 
can potentially raise challenges in the case of multiple or changing professional affiliations.  

4.7 Capturing information on, and contribution by, developing country researchers has proven 
challenging. Developing country researchers are not required to submit an annual 
Researchfish return, and though UK based researchers can and do log the activities of their 
team as a whole, they are not asked to identify who in the team was involved in that activity. 
The Researchfish dataset is therefore skewed towards the activities and achievements of 
developed country (particularly British) researchers. This can obviously be counteracted via 
supplementary reporting processes, but doing so would need special attention and 
resources. 

4.8 Besides these measurement challenges, a key reflection emerging is that, in order to be 
equitable, partnerships need to recognise how priorities and incentive structures for 
researchers vary widely depending on the context. For example, while publishing is a 
requirement for academics worldwide, the pressure to get one’s work into high-impact 
academic journals varies across different regions. In general, Southern researchers do not 
face the same ‘publish or perish’ sword of Damocles as their Northern colleagues: they have 
to respond to different types of demands, such as providing data and technical advice to 
policy-makers. In this sense, using joint or Southern-led publications as a proxy for Southern 
engagement and equitable partnership may prove misleading.  

4.9 Last but not least, it should be stressed that the ESPA logframe only measures one 
dimension of Southern engagement (i.e. partnership between researchers/research 
institutions on research papers) while other important dimensions (e.g. degree to which non-
academic actors have been engaged in co-production and research-into-use processes) 
have not been systematically tracked. Many of the aforementioned issues and ESPA learning 
have been highlighted to the ESPA International Programme Advisory Committee and 
suggestions for improvements for future programmes have been raised. 



 

 

M&E Lessons learned 

4.10 Looking back, a number of challenges have emerged over the life of ESPA in relation to using 
and reporting against the DFID logframe:  

 Interface between Researchfish and logframe: For NERC-managed projects, the 
bulk of data for the DFID logframe reporting is taken from Researchfish. For some 
indicators this worked well: for example, what researchers report to Researchfish with 
regard to academic publications. Researchers tend to be fairly accurate in reporting 
their academic publications, and using these data for reporting against indicators 1.1 
and 1.2 is relatively straightforward. However, in other instances the way in which 
researchers report to Researchfish varies significantly. This has been an issue in 
particular for indicator O.1. Researchfish entries related to this indicator vary widely. 
As shown in the embedded spreadsheet O.1, in some cases researchers provide a 
comprehensive ‘narrative impact’ which gives background on the project and 
summarises at a high level the impact – while others include very specific details. At 
times it is also difficult to determine what is ‘new’ as it is common for project to report 
on ‘impact activities’ for several years in a row – because policy processes are 
typically long-term and impact is incremental. These instances were kept unless there 
was clear duplication – for the logframe, therefore, different entries ‘count’ as separate 
instances of policy impact.  

Key lesson: Reflect from the outset on the most appropriate M&E system for its 
purposes, and on the interface between data collection and reporting. Provide 
relevant and consistent guidance to researchers (for example, in retrospect it would 
have been useful to provide ESPA researchers with a guide on ‘how to report to 
Researchfish for ESPA projects’).  

 Attribution: following on from the previous point, Researchfish data is self-reported 
and an in-depth quality assurance is not feasible. This has been a particular 
challenge, for example, for indicator O.2, which tracks “Development activities or 
investments informed by or utilising ESPA research”. The fact that this indicator relies 
solely on self-reported data makes it very difficult to quality assure and to test 
attribution. Although a researcher may have explicitly linked ESPA’s research to one 
particular investment, there is no indication to what degree ESPA Research has 
actually influenced the funding, in terms of both (1) which percentage of funding has 
been influenced by ESPA research and (2) what has been the weight of ESPA 
research in influencing this funding. The indicator thus includes both cases in which 
ESPA research has been instrumental in bringing about the funding, and cases in 
which the development intervention’s design and/or implementation (rather than its 
actual funding) has been influenced to some degree by ESPA’s research.  

Key lesson: Consider challenges of attribution when defining indicators and provide 
consistent guidance to researchers (for example, in this case guidance may include 
to provide details on ‘how’ the research has influenced funding, and the way in which 
this can be evidenced, rather than using generic phrasing).  

 Defining key terms and concepts: over the course of its lifetime, ESPA has suffered 
from a lack of specificity on the definition of key terms and concepts, which has 
affected the quality of M&E and reporting. For example, in its original Indicator 1.7 
used to count the number of ‘models’, ‘tools’, ‘datasets’ and ‘frameworks’ – but it was 
never specified what could be counted as a model, tool, dataset or framework. It was 
also not clear whether only new models, tools etc. should be reported, or whether 
modification of pre-existing tools would also count. In the 2017 revision, this indicator 



 

 

was amended for greater clarity to include only computer models with an associated 
URL and publicly available datasets.  

Key lesson: Provide clear guidance to grantees on how to define key terms and 
concepts for M&E purposes. 

 

4.11 Supplementing Researchfish with ESPA’s own reporting has been crucial, not only to add 
information that was missing from Researchfish – but also for the ESPA Directorate to 
‘interpret’ the information provided (to varying degrees of detail) through Researchfish and 
being able to more confidently attribute logframe indicators to it. Since 2016, the presence of 
a dedicated Impact team allowed the Directorate to offer more direct and targeted support to 
researchers to identify and optimise impact opportunities as they arose throughout the life of 
the ESPA programme. This was achieved, among other ways, through biannual ‘project 
catch-ups’, where project teams could share challenges and get advice on possible avenues 
of impact. Many ESPA researchers see this as a turning point for addressing what they had 
previously seen as a mismatch between high expectations for impact delivery and low levels 
of support and guidance on how to achieve this in practice.  

Key lesson: It is important to complement the use of online reporting tools with direct 
interaction with the programme-level support team, in order to enhance impact and be able 
to track progress.  

 
 
 
 
 

 



 

 

 

5 ESPA Logical Framework Reporting: Financial Year 2017-18 
 

IMPACT: Sustainably managed ecosystems contributing to poverty alleviation. 

Integrate the principles of sustainable development into country policies and programmes and reverse the loss of environmental resources. 5 

 

Sources: 

National, global and regional monitoring of SDG implementation, particularly: 

 SDG 1 (No poverty) 

 SDG 6 (Clean water & sanitation) 

 SDG 11 (Reduced inequality) 

 SDG 13 (Climate action) 

 SDG 14 (Life below water)  

 SDG 15 (Life on Land) and 

 SDG 16 (Peace, justice & strong institutions) 

 

Global Environment Outlook 6 (UNEP) 

Global Biodiversity Outlook (CBD) 

 

 

  

                                                
5  At Impact level, the ESPA programme will contribute to this process, but progress will depend on other processes.  For this reason, no targets are provided as it would be impossible to 

attribute change to the programme.  The overall success of the programme is thus measured at outcome level. 



 

 

Outcome: To positively influence end users and decision makers through the generation of cutting edge evidence on ecosystem services, their 
value, and links to sustainable development. 

Indicator 
2013 

Target 
2015 

Target 
2017 

Target 
2018 

Target 
2018 Narrative 2013   

Report 
2015      

Report 
2017  

Report 
2018 

Report 

O.1 

ESPA research 
outputs reflected in 
national, regional or 
international 
development 
policies and 
practice. 

 

O.1.xlsx

 

1  8 20 55 There are several notable examples of ESPA policy 
influence during the period under consideration, including:  

 Results from the ECOLIMITS project in Ghana have fed 
into the Global Framework of Action for a  Deforestation 
Free Cocoa Supply Chain, and also influenced the 
Ghana's Emission Reductions Program for the 
Cocoa Forest Mosaic Landscape. (i.e., Ghana's Cocoa 
Forest REDD+ Program.)  

 The team of the project “Developing capacity to support 
the integration of environmental data into 
multidimensional poverty indicators for improved 
poverty measurement and alleviation” provided inputs 
into the UNDP/UNEP PEI strategic plan in December 
2017 (global level) as well as into the Rwandan 2017 
Poverty Reduction Strategy (national level).  

7  19 36 56 

O.2 

Development 
activities or 
investments 
informed by or 
utilising ESPA 
research. 

 

O.2.xlsx

 

£2M £30M £40M £65M Highlights for the period under consideration include:   

 The project “Vanga Blue Forests” on the 
Kenya/Tanzania border (based on the Mikoko 
Pamoja project in Zambia) received funding from 
various donors, including £35,137 from the Leonardo 
Di Caprio Foundation, to start in July 2018. The 
project is featured on the Foundation’s website:  
https://www.leonardodicaprio.org/vanga-blue-
forests/  

 Findings from the Mountain Evo project influenced 
the design of a project funded by the U.S. Agency for 
International Development (USAID) for $15 million to 
support scaling up green infrastructure as a measure 
to manage water risks in Peru. 

£16.3M £32.6M £54.6M £77,5M 

 

https://www.leonardodicaprio.org/vanga-blue-forests/
https://www.leonardodicaprio.org/vanga-blue-forests/


 

 

 

Output 1: A high quality, multi/ interdisciplinary and extensive body of knowledge on ecosystem services, their dynamics and human use generated. 

Indicator 

 

2013 
Target 

2015 
Target 

2017 
Target 

2018 
Target 

2018 Narrative 2013   
Report 

2015  
Report 

2017  
Report 

2018 
Report 

1.1 

Total number of 
journal articles 
attributed to ESPA 
projects. 

 

1.1.xlsx

 

 

 

 

20 100 200 375 The ESPA programme has substantially exceeded the 
already ambitious 2018 target of 375 journal articles (89% 
of those published in ISI journals).  

 

(This counts articles up to May 15th, 2018).  

 

66 138 2926 419 

                                                
6 Date extracted 1st September 2017, when the Researchfish import into the ESPA database was completed. 



 

 

1.2 

Number of other 
research outputs 
(books, book 
chapters, briefing 
papers, conference 
papers, grey 
literature). 

 

1.2.xlsx

 

20  300 600 

 

750 A substantial degree of quality assurance was undertaken 
on this indicator in 2017 (in terms of what counts as ‘other 
publications’) and the same criteria were applied in 2018. 
In spite of this stricter quality assurance process, the ESPA 
programme still exceeded its target for 2018.  

 

50 

(2014 = 
104) 

6 books 

19 book 
chapters 

312 other 
publication
s 

337 Total 

 

11 books 

40 book 
chapters 

575 other 
publication
s + 
engageme
nt 
publication
s 

 

626 Total 

 

 

 

17 books 

89 book 
chapters 

376 other 
publication 

280 
engageme
nt 
publication 

 

 

762 Total 

1.3 

Percentage of total 
journal articles 
published as open 
access. 

 

1.3.xlsx

 

25% since 
start of the 
programme. 

50% since 
previous 
milestone. 

70% since 
previous 
milestone 

70% since 
previous 
milestone  

In spite of its open access fund (launched in May 2017), 
ESPA has underperformed in relation to this indicator. 
From a learning perspective, this points to the need to 
stress the need and requirement of Open Access to 
researchers from the outset.  

 

 

 

50% 50% since 
1/4/2013 

 

50% since 
start of 
programm
e 

63% since 

1/7/20167 

 

59% since 
the start of 
the 
programm
e 

65% since 
1/7/2017 

 
 
61% since 
the start of 
the 
programm
e 

                                                
7 1/7/2016-31/6/2017 



 

 

1.4  

For each project 
that has published 
journal articles at 
least one is of a 
multi-
/interdisciplinary 
nature.8 

 

1.4.xlsx

 

25% of total 
projects 

60% of 
total 
projects 

70% of 
total 
projects 

80% of 
total 
projects  

72 out of 125 projects published journal articles. Of these, 
60 had published at least one paper that is multidisciplinary 
in nature – 83%. 

 

 

PPD 25% 

PFG 83% 

 

 

SRC 89% 

PPD 86% 

PFG 100% 

ESPA-
2011 
100% 

ESPA-
2012 67% 

ESPA-
2013 
100% 

91% of 
total 
projects 
 

SRC 89% 

PPD 89% 

PFG 100% 

ESPA-
2011 
100% 

ESPA 
2012 
100% 

ESPA 
2013 
100% 

ESPA 
2014 
100% 

 

83% of 
total 
projects 

 

Directorate 
83% 

SRC 78% 

PPD 75% 

PFG 94% 

ESPA-
2011 
100% 

ESPA-
2012 
100% 

ESPA-
2013 73% 

ESPA-
2014 60%  

                                                
8 The Directorate reviews each paper individually to determine whether it is multi- or Inter-disciplinary. A paper is deemed to be multi- or inter-disciplinary where: a) There is a dimension 

of natural and social science (economics, political science, social surveys etc.) in the methodology or approach of the paper, or b) A conceptual papers discusses interdisciplinary 
science, particular from a new perspective informed by ESPA research. 



 

 

1.5 

External citations of 
ISI journal articles 
from ESPA projects 
in research 
publications. 

 

1.5 1.6 NEW.xlsx

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2 600 5,000 

 

7,500 This is another area where the ESPA programme has 
excelled. Citations of ESPA publications increased from 
5,438 to 8,516 over the last year (Fig. 2). The programme 
has now exceeded the ambitious target of 7500 set for 
2018.  

 

322 1,689 5,6119 8516 

                                                
9 Date extracted 25th August 2017, when the Researchfish import into the ESPA database was completed. 



 

 

1.6  

Global average 
citation rates of 
journal articles from 
ESPA projects 
published from 
2009 to 2015. 

 

[Compared with 
global average 
citation rates from 
environmental 
science in the same 
year, as reported by 
ISI/ Web of 
Knowledge] 

 

 

1.5 1.6 NEW.xlsx

 

 

 

n/a n/a 2009: 22 

2010: 20 

2011: 16 

2012: 14 

2013: 10 

2014: 7 

2015: 4 

2016: 1 

2017: 0.1 

2009: 25 

2010: 23 

2011: 19 

2012: 17 

2013: 13 

2014: 10 

2015: 7 

2016: 3 

2017: 0.9 

2018: 0.05 

Citation rates of ESPA’s journal articles have consistently 
exceeded the global average for the field, showing that the 
ESPA programme has funded high-level research that has 
strong impact within the field. 

 

In doing the calculations for this year report we found some 
minor mistakes in the way in which the figures were 
calculated in 2017 for some of the years.  

 

 

n/a n/a 2009: 60 

2010: 28 

2011: 30 

2012: 96 

2013: 22 

2014: 17 

2015: 18 

2016: 3 

2017: 1 

2009: 53 

2010:36  

2011: 32 

2012: 104 

2013:21 

2014: 19 

2015: 30 

2016:5 

2017:2 

2018:  

0.12 



 

 

1.7 

Number of 
computer models 
and datasets (with 
URLs) produced to 
support decision-
makers to deliver 
evidence-based 
policy and 
investment 
decisions. 

 

1.7.xlsx

 

ESPA 
Directorate 
provides 
guidance  

5 new 
tools/ 
models/ f-
works from 
ESPA 
projects 

65 new f-
works, 
methods, 
tools and 
models 
from 
ESPA 
projects: 

30 models 

15 tools 
and 
datasets 

20 
methods/ 
f-works 

 

80 new 
computer 
models 
and 
publicly 
available 
datasets 

The indicator has been reframed following the last logframe 
revision, to only include computer models and dataset with 
a corresponding URL, while pre-2017 it was applied much 
more broadly (including frameworks). 

 

We are aware of many ESPA projects that are about to 
publish their datasets in publicly available repositories.  

For example: Katherine Homewood of the PIMA project 
and the ESPA Director are leading the submission of a 
special Nature Scientific Data legacy collection of ESPA 
data, due for publication in July 2018. This will involve the 
new publication of around 5 additional papers. In addition, 
the directorate is aware of other Principal Investigators who 
intend to publish their data in the near future [e.g. Manoj 
Roy] 

 

 

ESPA 
Directorate 
developed 
guidance 

61 total 
including: 

 

27 models 

19 
datasets 

 

67 total 
comprising
: 34 
computer 
models 

33 publicly 
available 
datasets 

 

98 

Comprisin
g 37 
computer 
models 
and 61 
datasets 

 
 
  



 

 

Output 2: Increased demand for and uptake of ecosystems for poverty alleviation research.0 

Indicator 2013 
Target 

2015 
Target 

2017 
Target 

2018 
Target 

2018 Narrative 2013 
Report 

2015 
Report 

2017 
Report 

2018 
Report 

2.1 

ESPA Directorate 
and researchers 
contribute evidence 
to national/regional/ 
international 
processes, panels 
and committees of 
policy relevance. 

 

2.1.xlsx

 

 

 

 

25 72 

Targets for 
indicators 
2.1.2 and 
3.3.1 
aggregated 

 

110 

Targets for 
indicators 
2.1.2 and 
3.3.1 
aggregated 

145 Examples:  

 The P4GES project team had the opportunity to 
brief the President of Madagascar, H.E. Hery 
Rajaonarimampianina at a round table 
discussion at Kew Gardens in September 2017 
when project lead Julia Jones spoke about 
optimising conservation and development 
outcomes in Madagascar. 

 The SPACES project held a special session at 
the Wiomsa symposium (30 October – 4 
November 2017, Dar es Salaam, Tanzania), 
during which they introduced the Data Explorer 
tool to representatives from government, 
NGOs, donors and international bodies from 
the Western Indian Ocean Region, and shared 
lessons from the projects. 
 

34 63 124 175 

 
 
  



 

 

Output 3: Developing country researchers participate actively in ESPA research and their capacity is enhanced. 

Indicator 2013 
Target 

2015 
Target 

2017 
Target 

2018 
Target 

2018 Narrative 2013 
Report 

2015 
Report 

 

2017 
Report 

2018 
Report 

3.1 

Percentage of 
academic papers 
attributed to ESPA 
with developing 
country authorship.10 

 

3.1.xlsx

 

 

 

 

55% 65% 65% 

 

65% 

 

In spite of the revision of the target in 2017, the programme 
has performed slightly below expectations. The ESPA 
programme has been reflecting critically on issues related 
to North-South partnership and some key lessons are 
summarised in this report.  

 

 

 

62% 62% 59% 62% 

                                                
10 The Directorate classifies an ESPA researcher as developing country (or not) according to the institution they are affiliated with as listed as on the front page of the journal article in 

question. In line with the World Bank’s ‘List of Country and Lending Groups’ for country classification, the Directorate counts Low-income economies, Lower-middle-income economies 
and Upper-middle-income economies as ‘developing countries’. 



 

 

3.2 

Percentage of 
publications attributed 
to ESPA with a 
developing country 
lead author. 

 

3.2.xlsx

 

 

25% 35% 25% 

 

25% As above, the programme has slightly under-performed 
with regard to this indicator,in spite of target revision in 
2017.  

24%  26% 25% 24% 

 
 
 
 
 



 

 

 

6 Abbreviations 

Abbreviation Definition 

AR Annual Review 

CBD Convention on Biological Diversity 

COP Conference of the Parties 

DFID Department for International Development 

DIEM Dynamic Integrator Emulator Model 

ESRC Economic and Social Research Council 

ESPA Ecosystem Services for Poverty Alleviation Programme 

GCRF Global Challenges Research Fund 

GED General Economics Division (within the Bangladeshi Government) 

IDB Inter-American Development Bank 

ICIMOD International Centre for Integrated Mountain Development (Nepal) 

IPBES 
Intergovernmental Science-Policy Platform on Biodiversity and 
Ecosystem Services 

ISI Institute for Scientific Information 

MIS Management Information System 

NERC Natural Environment Research Council 

PEI Poverty-Environment Initiative (UNDP-UNEP joint programme) 

PES Payment for Ecosystem Services 

RWA Reciprocal Watershed Agreements 

SBSTTA Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and Technological Advice 

UN United Nations 

UNEP United Nations Environment Programme 

WoS Web of Science 
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