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ARising demand forcredible evidenceto a
guide government and development
partners. o= ‘
ENVIRONMENT
AExamines integratedsmallholder
Interventionsin a climate-vulnerable
setting.

Avieasures impactson income,
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and sustainable practices. Sy, AL

AGenerates accountability insights and
lessons forfuture womenfocused
programs.



4 Empower women farmergo build climate
resilience throughclimate-smartand One Health
practices
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Check if AGROW improved economic security,
I LjU tUr 330G DPIr SONSUAe
empowerment.

ldentify Unintended Effects

Capture both positive and negative unexpectec

outcomes during implementation.

Provide Recommendations
[ 20p UealREK BUBSUCONL T LjSU
CULjWUIPA DA LJANeU I CpPNSQ 3

7 0N3t TUSI 3
Engage Cambodian partners in analysis and

Interpretation to strengthen evaluation skills.
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A Descriptive comparisons
A Tracks changes across intervention
| areas
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METHODOLOGY

3 0 DALz 3 DDOD,kténhidihg Impact Assessment Methods for
Programs and ProjectYMAPP with the Success Case MethodSCM)
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Qualitative Method ;
A Rich insights into experiences, outcomes, and
pathways

A Helps explain how and why changes occurred
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11 MAPH-GDsVillagers-nutrition, Beneficiaries (cricket, chicken, cattle
Village Animal Health Workers (VAHW3)omenlead groups (WLGs
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" Demographic Information
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Average age of treatment group 48 years old Highschool
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Key Findings and Lessons Learned

Knowledge Improvement

| Stronger agricultural knowledge (livestock, vegetables, crickets, OH,
waste, disease prevention, agroecology)

| Positive spillover to wetbeing, food security, nutrition

| Reinforced learning through participation, peer exchange, field
visits, NGOs support
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