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How did we develop the map?
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 Framework development (intervention-to-outcome configuration)

 Defining what constitutes evidence

 Searching for evidence - scientific search: academic databases (7) 
and organizational websites (29) 

 Accessing and screening evidence
• 15,781 records screened and 600 included in the evidence map 

 Visualizing the evidence-base: evidence coded according to key 
characteristics. Possible to create multiple evidence maps 

https://africacentreforevidence.org/projectsummaries/espa/projectoutputs/
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The majority of research evidence 
focusses on sub-Saharan Africa 
with Tanzania, Kenya, South 
Africa, and Uganda as the 
countries with the highest 
concentration in research 
evidence 

North Africa has a deficit of 
research evidence with studies 
having taken place in only five of 
the eight countries in this region
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Main findings from the map



Main findings from the map

SOUTH AFRICA: 63 
PIECES OF EVIDENCE 
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Overlap between map and policy priorities: 
creating different maps 
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Filters 

Interventions that 
involve ES

Outcomes mapped 
according to SDGs

Indicators of nature and size 
of evidence

https://africacentreforevidence.org/projectsummaries/espa/projectoutputs/



Objective 1.3: The impact of policies and 
management actions is assessed 
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The impact on fish numbers and local communities of opening/closing a marine protected area to 
certain activities



Objective 1.3: The impact of policies and management actions 
is assessed 
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Overlap between map and policy priorities: 
creating different maps 
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Alternative livelihoods and infrastructure 

• (Objective 2.2 The economic benefits of biodiversity infrastructure 
and interventions are understood.) 

Aspects of the biodiversity economy such as eco-tourism 

• (Objective 1.3 The impact of policies and management actions is 
assessed / Objective 3.2 Opportunity for mainstreaming 
biodiversity considerations into other sectors are identified and 
understood)



Promoting science-policy interface
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