List of KOIs for HFLA: Long Version (Annex SF Guidance)								Yellow: mandatory

	Sub-sector
	Key Outcome Indicator (KOI)
	Definition
	Source and method of data collection

	
	% of the target population
with acceptable Food
Consumption Score (FCS)
	Description: The FCS is a composite score based on households’ dietary diversity, food frequency, and relative nutritional importance of different food groups in a 7-day recall period.

ECHO Guidance:
 
Most common thresholds are: Acceptable: >35; Borderline: 21-35; Poor: <21. However, these can be adapted to context in line with the national Food Security cluster guidance.

The target value should be > 80% of the target population with Acceptable FCS.

Numerator: # of households with acceptable FCS
Denominator: # of households surveyed

FCS must be calculated for baseline and endline surveys at HH level with a representative sample and according to WFP methodology

Recommended disaggregation: gender, disability, age; rural/urban; displacement status; modality.

FCS is a designated KOI for actions that primarily focus on or include an HFLA and/or MPC component.
For actions primarily focused on HFLA, DG ECHO expects partners to select FCS, LCS and rCSI indicators as KOIs. 
For actions primarily focused on MPC, DG ECHO expects partners to select FCS, LCS and “ability to meet basic needs” indicators as KOIs. 
When the MPC and/or HFLA is short termed and unlikely to impact the livelihood coping strategies, only the FCS and the rCSI shall be used for HFLA and only the FCS and “ability to meet basic needs” for MPC. 
For multisector actions with HFLA component, FCS is a required KOI. For multisector actions with MPC component, FCS and “ability to meet basic needs” are required KOIs. Partners may complement with other KOIs.   
	Method of data collection: Emergency Food Security Assessments, PDM surveys, etc

Reference: WFP FCS Technical Guidance Note




	
	% of households without crisis and emergency Livelihoods Coping Strategies (LCS)
	Definition: the LCS identifies the coping strategies adopted by households in the past 30 days to meet their basic needs and classifies households according to the most severe coping strategies applied. 

ECHO Guidance

The target value should be > 80% of the target population but may be context specific.

Numerator: # of households without crisis and emergency LCS
Denominator: total # of households surveyed

The indicator is based on data from household assessments. It is derived from a series of standard (country-based) questions regarding the households’ experiences with livelihood stress and asset depletion to cope with food shortages. 

The LCS baseline must be measured at least during the first distribution.

To calculate the LCS-for food insecurity you must always include at least 4 stress strategies, 3 crisis strategies and 3 emergency strategies that are 
most relevant for the context.

LCS is a designated KOI for actions that primarily focus on HFLA and/or MPC component. It is use in combination with the FCS and rCSI for HFLA Actions and in combination with the FCS and “ability to meet basic needs” for MPC Actions.
When the MPC and/or HFLA activities are short termed and unlikely to impact the livelihood coping strategies, the LCS is not required. 
LCS is required for actions with a livelihood support component.  
	Method of data collection: baseline and endline surveys, PDM surveys.
 
References: 

· WFP LCS Technical Guidance note

· Grand Bargain MPC outcome indicators and Guidance




	
	% of the target population
with a reduced Coping Strategy Index (rCSI) lower than 18
	Description: The rCSI measures the level of stress of a household by combining the frequency and severity of the strategies households are engaging in to cope with lack of food or money to buy it. 

The rCSI can be used in alternative to the LCS when duration of the assistance is limited and insufficient to impact livelihood coping strategies.

ECHO Guidance

The target value should be <18 which roughly corresponds to an IPC phase 2 or lower. 

Numerator: # of households having a score ≤18
Denominator: # of households surveyed.

It is calculated using five commonly adopted behaviors not specific to any culture, context, seasonality. 

1.Rely on less preferred and less expensive food 
2.Borrow food or rely on help from relative(s) or friend(s) 
3.Limit portion size at meals 
4.Restrict consumption by adults to allow children to eat 
5.Reduce number of meals eaten in a day 

Recommended disaggregation: gender, disability, age; rural/urban; displacement status; modality.

rCSI is a designated KOI for actions that primarily focus on HFLA. rCSI is used in combination with the FCS and with the LCS when duration of the assistance is sufficiently long to impact livelihood coping strategies. When the HFLA is short-termed, only the FCS and the rCSI shall be used. 
For multisector actions with an HFLA component, FCS is a required KOI. Partners may complement with other KOIs.  

	Method of data collection: baseline and endline surveys, PDM surveys. 

References: 

· WFP rCSI Technical Guidance Note
· GFSC Indicator Handbook (2020)








List of KRIs for HFLA:
	Sub-sector:
	Key Results Indicators (KRI)
	Definition
	Source and method of data collection 

	Humanitarian Food Assistance
	# of individual beneficiaries who received humanitarian food assistance (in-kind household rations, vouchers, cash)
	Description: the indicator measures the number of unique individual beneficiaries who received the intended months of food assistance during the Action period. 

This indicator concerns only dry rations of in-kind assistance, vouchers or cash transfers. It does not concern RTE rations or hot meals, for which there is a specific indicator.

ECHO guidance:

In the COMMENT section, disaggregate data by gender, age and disability and by modality. When using e-vouchers or electronic/mobile technologies, specify the redemption rate to show how many individual beneficiaries successfully accessed the assistance.

Provide a breakdown of the number of months of Humanitarian Food Assistance planned versus achieved. Please note that, according to ECHO’s HFLA policy, assistance is considered adequate only when its duration is at least three months

	Method of data collection: PDMs; Registration records; Financial Service Provider transfer reports

References:

Similar indicators: 
WFP: # of women, men, boys and girls receiving food/CBT/capacity strengthening. 

BHA: “Number of beneficiaries receiving food assistance”.



	Humanitarian Food Assistance
	# of individual beneficiaries receiving cooked meals and/or Ready-to-Eat (RTE) rations.
	Description: the indicator measures the number of people receiving cooked meals and/or RTEs when the Action has a dedicated component to support communal kitchen and/or distribution of RTE rations. 

ECHO Guidance

In the COMMENT section the number of individual beneficiaries must be reported disaggregated by age, gender, and disability. Provide information on average number of cooked meals and RTE rations distributed daily from communal kitchen/distribution points over the entire period of operation.



	Method of data collection: PDMs, kitchen records, logistic records, lists of beneficiaries.  



	Humanitarian Food Assistance
	% of cash for food received that is used by individual beneficiaries to cover their food needs
	Description: this process indicator applies when the cash modality is used to assess the adequacy of the transfer value (TV) and how it was used by beneficiaries. 

ECHO Guidance

The values in the 'Target' and 'Achieved' fields are expressed as a percentage, calculated by dividing the average amount of cash that individual beneficiaries have used to buy food by the cash received.
Numerator: average amount of cash received that individual beneficiaries have used to buy food
Denominator: total value of the cash received.

In the COMMENT section disaggregate data by seasonality, geographic area, gender, age and disability and describe the representative sample of households. 

	Methods of data collection: PDMs; Financial Service Provider transfer reports.

During PDMs with representative sample, ask the question:
“You received cash assistance amount of […….]. How did you use this money? How much did you spend on food? If you used any of the money to repay debts, how much of those debts were incurred to purchase food?"

Reference:

Similar indicator. GFSC: “Percentage of total cash expenditure spent on food”.


	Humanitarian Food Assistance
	% of individual beneficiaries reporting to be satisfied with the humanitarian assistance provided.
	Description: this perception indicator provides qualitative information on timeliness, distribution process, transfer modalities, duration of the assistance, quality, quantity or amount of the transfer value and composition of the food basket. DG ECHO wants to ensure that sufficient attention is given to ensure corrective measures are identified and implemented when required during the action. 

ECHO Guidance


Numerator: # of individual beneficiaries who report to be "very satisfied" or "fairly satisfied"
Denominator: total # of beneficiaries surveyed

In the COMMENT Section, describe the reasons for non-satisfaction. Example (non exhaustive): 

1.	Assistance was not needed.
2.	I could not choose what I wanted.
3.	The quality of food was poor.
4.	It arrived too late.
5.	The distribution site was too far.
6.	It created tensions in my family/community
7.	If cash modality, did you find the food in the market.
8.	Other.


	Method of data collection: PDMs

During PDMs with representative sample, ask the question:

“To which extent you were satisfied with provided support?” 

Answers: 
1.	Prefer not to answer 
2.	Very unsatisfied  
3.	Rather unsatisfied. 
4.	Fairly satisfied. 
5.    Very satisfied..

Reference: 

Similar indicators: 
GFSC “% of beneficiaries reporting to be satisfied with the provided assistance”




	Humanitarian Food Assistance
	% of successful inward and outward referrals
	Description: this indicator measures both quality and effectiveness of the referral system within programs to ensure that individuals with specific needs and vulnerabilities are timely referred to appropriate specialised services and the extent to which those individuals received services after referral. 

“Successful” means individuals admitted to specialised services.

ECHO Guidance

Numerator: # of individuals referred and admitted to specialised services Denominator: total # of individuals referred to specialised services

In the COMMENT Section, report the number of referred individual beneficiaries, disaggregated by age, gender, and disability, type of service and provider and reasons for non admission.



	Method of data collection: PDMs, service providers records, framework agreements with specialised service providers, statistics from appropriate beneficiary data management systems, Program analysis on tracking of the referral pathway, CFM reports.



	Humanitarian Food Assistance


	# of duplications identified from the total number of individual beneficiaries cross-checked
	Description: the objective is to measure the effort to reduce fragmentation and avoid duplication.

ECHO Guidance
 
No specific targets are required; Partners may choose to set their own. 
Data should be collected after each deduplication exercise and distribution round. 
DG-ECHO encourages:
· The deduplication of entire lists of potential beneficiaries. If only a % is cross-checked, partners must provide operational justifications. 
· Intra-sector de-duplication between food assistance lists.
· inter-sector de-duplication with MPCA and other sector assistance lists.
	Method of data collection: PDMs, service providers records, framework agreements on interoperable platforms, Data Sharing Agreements (DSA)



	Humanitarian Food Assistance

	# of individuals reached through  education/  training sessions on HFLA
	Description: this indicator measures the number of individuals who take part in educational sessions, theoretical training, practical demonstrations, community-led awareness campaigns, peer-to-peer outreach, workshops, or training-of-trainers activities. 

ECHO Guidance

The content of the training can cover all four pillars of food security - availability, access, consumption and stability - covering subjects on how to better produce, access locally available foods, store, cook and consume foods for a healthy diet. It might cover specific technical aspects when essential to operating rehabilitated infrastructures (e.g. irrigation schemes), and/or businesses.

Broad, undefined "information campaign" should not be considered under this Subsector.

The number of participants in the training must be recorded using attendance sheets and reported in the COMMENT Section disaggregated by age, gender, and disability status. 

Trainings and capacity-building are preparatory activities that support the core Humanitarian Food Assistance and Emergency Livelihood Assistance. Beneficiaries of capacity-building activities should therefore not be counted as “direct beneficiaries” of HFLA. 
	Method of data collection: attendance sheets.

	Emergency Livelihood Assistance
	# of individual beneficiaries provided with resources to protect and start rebuilding livelihood assets
	Description: this output indicator measures the number of planned and achieved individuals supported with emergency livelihood assistance. 
It includes the provision of start-up grants, agriculture inputs, tools, equipment and consumables in any kind of modality or a combination thereof, coupled with tutoring and capacity building. The livelihood support typically targets households.

ECHO Guidance

In the “target” and “achieved” fields, indicate planned and reached number of individuals by multiplying the number of HH supported by the average HH composition.

	Method of data collection: PDMs, distribution lists, FSP, logistic records.

References: Similar indicator
BHA: Number of individuals assisted through livelihoods restoration activities


	Emergency Livelihood Assistance
	% of  beneficiaries receiving emergency livelihood assistance who demonstrate a sustainable change in their livelihood compared to reference levels. 
	Description: this indicator is used in combination with the “Number of individual beneficiaries provided with resources to protect and start rebuilding livelihood assets” to estimate the percentage of individuals who have achieved a significant and sustainable recovery of their livelihoods (source of income and/or food) because of the emergency livelihood assistance received. 
This indicator assesses changes in livelihoods by comparing the beneficiary’s average income from IGAs and/or food from farming before and after receiving support for recovery. 

ECHO Guidance: 

The estimation of reference levels <pre-disaster, baseline, previous year, normal year, or the same period> should be based on a combination of direct data from a sample of beneficiaries and relevant secondary sources.
The duration of the Action should be long enough to cover the entire agricultural season, including the harvest for on-farm livelihoods, and adequate time after the support ends for off-farm IGAs.

Numerator: # of individual beneficiaries who <restore, recover> their livelihood (income from IGAs, food produced) to <pre-disaster/baseline level, last/normal year, or same period>. 
Denominator: total # of individual beneficiaries who have received ELA. It includes all types of livelihood intervention. 
	Method of data collection: PDMs and surveys on yields, IGAs records and monitoring of the performance of IGAs from the start of the business, comparing progression households’ capacity to generate income to cover basic needs assets assessments. 

References:

Similar indicators: 
ICRC “Average income/profit obtained by target HHs from a new or restored business or job”.
BHA: “Percent of beneficiaries reporting net income from their livelihood”.




	Emergency Livelihood Assistance
	% of individual beneficiaries reporting satisfaction with the humanitarian assistance provided.
	Description: this perception indicator provides information on the satisfaction of individual beneficiaries on the quality of emergency livelihood assistance (e.g. timeliness, distribution and transfer modalities, choice of the livelihood, adequacy and quality of the IGA start-up kit or farm inputs). 
DG ECHO wants to ensure that sufficient attention is given to ensure corrective measures are identified and implemented when required during the action.

ECHO Guidance 
The values in the “target” and “achieved” fields are expressed as a percentage by dividing the number of individual beneficiaries who report to be "very satisfied" or "fairly satisfied" by the total number of respondents.

Numerator: # of individual beneficiaries who report to be "very satisfied" or "fairly satisfied"
Denominator: total # of beneficiaries interviewed.

In the COMMENT Section, describe the reasons for non-satisfaction. Example (non exhaustive): 
1. Assistance was not sufficient to restart the livelihood.
2. I would have done another type of livelihood.
3. I could not choose the type of inputs (seeds, equipment).
4. The quality was poor.  
5. I did not know how to use it.
6. It arrived too late for the planting season. 
7. It created tensions in my family/community.
8. Other


	Method of data collection: PDMs. 
During PDMs with representative sample, ask the questions:
· To which extent you were satisfied with <farm inputs, start-up grant, equipment, capacity building> provided? 
· Were farm inputs delivered on time with the agriculture calendar?
· Was the assistance relevant to the livelihood you chose?

Answers: 
1. Prefer not to say.
2. Very unsatisfied.
3. Rather unsatisfied. 
4. Fairly satisfied 
5. Very satisfied .

References : 
Similar indicator 
GFSC “% of beneficiaries reporting to be satisfied with the assistance provided



	Emergency Livelihood Assistance
	Average net monthly profit obtained by individual beneficiaries from a new/restored business.
	Description: this indicator is relevant for IGAs, off-farm business to tracks profit changes of households who received support. 

ECHO Guidance: 
Data must be collected monthly, or at a minimum, at the end of the intervention. 

In the "baseline" field, the value is the estimated monthly profit (EUR) from the business before support, which can be “zero” if the business needs to be restarted from scratch. 
In the "target” field, indicate the expected profit from the business after support.
In the 'achieved' field, indicate the business profit after support, calculated as the average of the collected data series.

In the COMMENT Section, specify disaggregated data by gender, age, disability status, and type of business. Include information on the percentage of business profit relative to the household's total income.

	Method of data collection: individual records of businesses and asset assessments. 

Monitoring of the financial performance of IGAs from the start of the business, comparing progression households’ capacity to generate income to cover basic needs.  

Data should be consistently collected from the start of the business till the end of the Action.

References: 

Similar indicators: 
ICRC “Average income/profit obtained by target HHs from a new or restored business or job”.
BHA: “Percent of beneficiaries reporting net income from their livelihood”.


	Emergency Livelihood Assistance
	% of supported businesses that are still operational at the end of Action
	Description: This indicator measures the viability of supported businesses. 

ECHO Guidance

The indicator is expressed in percentage of households supported who still operate their businesses at the end of the Action.

In the "target” and “achieved” fields, indicate the expected and final percentage of businesses still operational.

Numerator: # of IGAs, off-farm businesses supported.
Denominator: # of IGAs, off-farm businesses still operational at the end of the Action

In the “COMMENT” section, indicate the extent to which the business contributes to the household’s total income at the end of the Action. Include as well the time and resources dedicated to the businesses by the household. 
Describe the disaggregated levels of gender, age and disability and type of business. 

	Method of data collection: Individual records of businesses and asset assessments.  Assessment of 
Data should be consistently collected from the start of the business till the end of the Action.

References:

Similar indicators. 
ICRC: “Proportion of target businesses that are still profitable six months after the end of ICRC support”.




	Emergency Livelihood Assistance
	Average crop yield per beneficiary receiving agricultural support.
	Description: this indicator is relevant for actions supporting small-holder farming. Understanding the local production is an indication of food availability. Food production gives an indication of the amount of food available locally.

ECHO Guidance: 
 
This indicator must be measured after the first agriculture production cycle by assessing the quantity of the crops per hectare harvested because of the agricultural support provided (e.g., farm inputs, equipment, services, rehabilitation of irrigation infrastructure, and land reclamation activities).

In the "baseline" field, provide the average crop production for the area based on both farmers’ estimates and secondary data from the agricultural cycle preceding the support intervention. The baseline value may be zero if the individual beneficiaries had no capacity for crop production prior to receiving assistance, for example, if the intervention involved restarting an irrigation scheme or reclaiming previously uncultivated land.

In the "target” and “achieved” fields, record the quantity of crops per hectare expected and produced after the first agricultural season following the support.

The indicator must be reported in Kg per hectare.

In the COMMENT section, describe the type of crop.


 
	Method of data collection: PDMs, Post-Harvest Assessments (PHA) using sample plots after the first agriculture cycle, asset assessments.

References:

Similar indicators:

BHA: “Number of individuals (beneficiaries) directly benefiting from improving agricultural production”.
GFSC: “percentage change in crop production when compared to previous years”.
ICRC: “Proportion of target households that reported an improvement in the food-production cycle in a normal year”.
WFP: “Average income of small-scale food producers, by sex and indigenous status”.

	Emergency Livelihood Assistance
	Average number of months covered from own food production using inputs provided
	Description: this indicator measures the average increase in households' capacity to produce and store food for self-consumption, with a focus on main staple crops. 
Even where local food production potential is insufficient to fully meet household food needs, providing support to smallholder farmers can still play a valuable role in complementing humanitarian food assistance efforts.  This indicator is applicable in contexts where supporting smallholder farmers serves as an alternative to direct food distribution.
It captures the duration for which food stocks can meet household food needs after the harvest, considering both increased crop production and reduced post-harvest losses. 

ECHO Guidance

· In the "baseline" field, indicate for how long households were self-sufficient before the assistance. The value may be zero if prior to the assistance the household had no capacity to produce food for self-consumption.
· In the "target and “achieved” fields, indicate the estimated number of months the household can rely on self-produced food because of the assistance.

In the COMMENT section, data must be disaggregated by gender, age, disability status, and crop/food.

	Method of data collection: PDM, PHA, and household food security indicators, particularly food stock levels. Data should be collected regularly from individual household representatives and over a period long enough to cover at least one lean season.

During PDMs with representative sample, ask the questions:
· You received farm inputs. Can you estimate how much your production increased as a result?
· After the harvest, for how long did the food or crops you produced last?


	Emergency Livelihood Assistance
	# of animals vaccinated/treated 
	Description: this indicator tracks the number of animals treated or vaccinated as a measure of support for animal health during emergencies. It reflects the veterinary service coverage across species and geographic areas, helping to identify any gaps or biases in service delivery. This indicator includes in kind and cash/voucher assistance. 
It is recommended to facilitate awareness on diseases prevention to encourage the need to systematise animal care among herders. 

ECHO Guidance

· In the “Baseline” field, Indicate the existing coverage provided to the individual beneficiaries by government or agency programs prior to the intervention.
· In the “Target” and “Achieved” fields, specify the number of animals that were planned to be vaccinated (target) and the number vaccinated (achieved).

In the COMMENT section provide detailed data on the number of animals treated or vaccinated, broken down by species and specific disease. Include the quantity of drugs (# of units or doses) directly administered or distributed to veterinarians and livestock owners or procured with “labelled” cash distributed, disaggregated by modality (in kind, cash, voucher), and the unitary cost.  
Estimate the number of beneficiary herders. 
If seroconversion tests have been conducted, report the antibody levels observed for the treated animals.

	Method of data collection: data should be drawn from government, NGO, and pharmacy records on the quantity of drugs and vaccine doses. These should be cross-checked with extension services for geographic and herd coverage. Vaccination/Treatment records. Disease surveillance reports from private veterinarians and government sources may be used to assess whether outbreaks are being effectively controlled.

References:

Similar indicator: 
BHA: “Number of animals treated or vaccinated”




	Emergency Livelihood Assistance
	# of animals provided with feed 
	Description: This indicator tracks the number of animals fed with the support received during the duration of the project. It reflects the effort of the action to increase availability of feed for livestock in  emergencies.

ECHO Guidance  

· In the “baseline” field, indicate the existing coverage from government, agencies programs to the target beneficiaries’ animals.  
· In the “target” and “achieved” fields, indicate the # of animals intended to feed and finally fed with the support provided.

In the COMMENTS section provide detailed data on the number of animals fed, broken down by: the modality of the support (in-kind, vouchers, cash) ,the type of feed (hay, fodder, urea-molasses blocks), the quantity and the duration of the feed. 

	Method of data collection: Data should be drawn from government, NGO, other programs. These should be cross-checked with extension services for geographic and herd coverage.


	Emergency Livelihood Assistance












	% of individual beneficiaries retaining core breeding animals and/or minimum viable herd
	Description: the indicator provides insight on the effectiveness of livestock interventions in helping herders to protect the key breeding animals for future recovery of pastoral livelihood.
Core breeding animals are those animals that from cultural, environmental and economical point of view, livestock owners, and technical government departments, identify as essential for rebuilding their stock, they are likely to be the most fertile and productive animals.  
While the concept of “minimum viable herd” is context specific the minimum number and types of animals inform on the capacity of pastoralists to maintain their pastoralism-based livelihood.

ECHO Guidance

Numerator: # of individual beneficiaries retaining core breeding animals and/or minimum viable herd
Denominator: total # of individual beneficiaries supported through livestock interventions

In the COMMENTS Section, describe the type, age and number of “core breeding animals” by triangulating information from herders and secondary data from veterinary extension services.


	Method of data collection: data should be drawn from government, NGO, and other programs. Including primary data collection at the household level. These should be cross-checked with extension services for geographic and herd coverage.

References: 

Similar indicators:
GFSC “Changes in animals owned per household - Tropical Livestock Unit (TLU)”.
ICRC: “Average size of herd among target beneficiaries, for each species of livestock”.
BHA: “Number of animals owned per individual”.



	Emergency Livelihood Assistance

	% of successful inward and outward referrals
	Description: this indicator measures both quality and effectiveness of the referral system within programs to ensure that individuals with specific needs and vulnerabilities are timely referred to appropriate specialised services and the extent to which those individuals received services after referral. 

“Successful” means individuals admitted to specialised services.

ECHO Guidance

Numerator: # of individuals referred and admitted to specialised services
Denominator: total # of individuals referred to specialised services

In the COMMENT Section, report the number of individual beneficiaries, disaggregated by age, gender, and disability, type of service and provider and reasons for non admission.



	Method of data collection: PDMs, service providers records, framework agreements with specialised service providers,  statistics from appropriate beneficiary data management systems, Program analysis on tracking of the referral pathway, CFM reports.



	Emergency Livelihood Assistance

	# of duplications identified from the total number of individual beneficiaries cross-checked
	Description: the objective is to measure the effort to reduce fragmentation and avoid duplication.

ECHO Guidance
 
No specific targets are required; Partners may choose to set their own. 
Data should be collected after each deduplication exercise and distribution round. 
DG-ECHO encourages:
· The deduplication of entire lists of potential beneficiaries. If only a % is cross-checked, partners must provide operational justifications. 
· Intra-sector de-duplication between food assistance lists.
· inter-sector de-duplication with MPCA and other sector assistance lists.

	Source: PDMs, service providers records, framework agreements on interoperable platforms, Data Sharing Agreements (DSA)



	Emergency Livelihood Assistance

	# of individuals reached through  education/training sessions on HFLA
	Description: this indicator measures the number of individuals who take part in educational sessions, theoretical training, practical demonstrations, community-led awareness campaigns, peer-to-peer outreach, workshops, or training-of-trainers activities.

ECHO Guidance
 
The content of the training can cover all four pillars of food security - availability, access, consumption and stability - covering subjects on how to better produce, access locally available foods, store, cook and consume foods for a healthy diet. It might cover specific technical aspects when essential to operating rehabilitated infrastructures (e.g. irrigation schemes), and/or businesses.

Broad, undefined "information campaign" should not be considered under this Subsector. 

The number of participants in the training must be recorded using attendance sheets and reported in the COMMENT Section disaggregated by age, gender, and disability status. 
Trainings and capacity-building are preparatory activities that support the core Humanitarian Food Assistance and Emergency Livelihood Assistance. Beneficiaries of capacity-building activities should therefore not be counted as “direct beneficiaries” of HFLA.
	Method of data collection : Attendance sheets.

	Food security information and analysis
	# of information products on food security, livelihoods and markets developed through coordinated and joint effort and made available to stakeholders
	Description: this indicator tracks the number of information products—whether complete or as contributions—shared with the humanitarian community on food security topics. 

The indicator is used exclusively for studies and assessments of broad public interest, such as IPC analyses or multi-agency assessments that cover a reasonably wide geographic area, involve multiple stakeholders, and result in findings, recommendations, and conclusions that are endorsed and agreed upon by consensus.
It is not intended for ad-hoc needs assessments conducted solely to support a specific Action, especially those with a limited geographic or thematic scope.

ECHO Guidance

In the indicator description, the partner should specify the type of information product, along with the expected number and frequency. 
The process and methodology should be detailed in a dedicated activity, including an outline of the collective and coordinated effort. This should also mention the number of peer partners expected to participate in the work.
There is no requirement to indicate a baseline.
	Method of data collection: project records.
Number of external studies, assessments, and information products.



