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Global spending on technical assistance in 2011 is estimated to be $8 
billion of a total of $191 billion spent on agricultural development 

Notes: For a more detail explanation of the sizing exercise conducted, please see the annex;  (1) The US$184B figure for national government 
spending for agriculture is an average annual amount for the years 2005-2007, adjusted for inflation, and refers to middle and low income 
countries; (2) Calculated by using middle point of range of estimated spending, 

Source: Sarah Lowder and Brian Carisma, ‘Financial resources flows to agriculture’, FAO (2011); IFPRI SPEED (Statistics of Public Expenditure for 
Economic Development); OECD CRS; World Bank data; BMGF data; FSG data; FAO MAFAP database; UNDESA; Dalberg analysis 
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Bilateral and multilateral funding to agriculture and agricultural TA has 
been growing steadily since 2005 despite a recent dip 

Note: The world food price crisis in 2007/08 resulted in the return of agriculture and food security on the global development agenda 

Source: OECD CRS database, Dalberg analysis  

2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

3 

4 

7 

5 

8 

1 

2 

6 

Recent historical bilateral and multilateral flows  

Global Ag Spend 

Global Ag TA Spend 

11.2% 

10.6% 

CAGR 

US$B 

Funding for agricultural TA has roughly followed the trends of funding for agricultural 
development, although it has been subject to less fluctuation 
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Bilateral and multilateral donors provided ~$1 billion in TA funding in 
2011, with a concentration of funding in Sub-Saharan Africa  

Note: (1) ‘Unspecified’ refers to ODA funding that was provided without specifying the region of the recipient 

Source: OECD CRS database  
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Donor funding is more important to SSA and MENA than other regions, 
reflecting a strong underlying development and food security concern 

Note: (1) MENA national government spending data point is based on 2007 GDP data 

Source: Dalberg analysis; OECD CRS, World Bank data, BMGF data; FSG data; FAO; UNDESA; Nagayets, “Small Farms: Current Status and Key 
Trends” (2005) 

• The source and nature of funding for technical 
assistance in each region is very different  
 
– In East Asia, South Asia and LAC, donor 

contributions make up less than 10% of total 
expenditure on technical assistance  

– In MENA, donors fund an estimated 21% of 
technical assistance 

– In Sub-Saharan Africa, donors fund an 
estimated 55% of technical assistance 

 
• Bilateral and multilateral donor concentrations 

of funding in SSA and MENA are likely to reflect 
a strong food security concern  
 

• The Gates Foundation has also chosen to focus 
on SSA, India and China for their agriculture 
work   

TA spending by region 

20111, US$B 

Findings 

11%

LAC 1.0 92% 8% 

MENA 0% 21% 79% 

SSA 1.2 45% 44% 

South Asia 1.6 92% 

0.5 

7% 

1% 

E.Asia &  
Pacific 

3.1 98% 2% 

Other donors Bi/multilaterals Nat’l govts. 



6 

Spending on TA is concentrated in South Asia and East Asia, where the 
majority of smallholder farms are located 

Note: The percentages in the map correspond to total TA funding and number of farms in developing regions – they do not sum to 100% as data for 
Central Asia and Eastern Europe is not represented 

Source: Dalberg analysis; OECD CRS, World Bank data, BMGF data; FSG data; FAO; UNDESA; Nagayets, ‘Small Farms: Current Status and Key Trends’ 
(2005) 

Agricultural TA funding and farms by region 

South Asia 

TA funding  = $1.6B 
(20% of total) 

# Farms = 151M 
(30% of total) 

East Asia & Pacific 

TA funding  = $3.1B 
(38% of total) 

# Farms =250M 
(49% of total) 

Sub-Saharan Africa 

TA funding  = $1.2B 
(14% of total) 

# Farms = 63M 
(12% of total) 

Latin America & 
Caribbean 

TA funding  = $1.0B  
(13% of total) 

# Farms = 18M 
(4% of total) 

Middle East & North 
Africa 

TA funding  = $0.5B  
(6% of total) 

# Farms = 20M 
(4% of total) 

South and East Asia account for ~80% of the world’s farms but only ~60% of total Ag TA funding 
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Six donors account for an estimated 70% of total spending on technical 
assistance with some underlying differences in their portfolios 

 

Note: (1) EU Institutions denoted in the graphic include the European Development Fund (EDF)  and the European Commission (CEC – formerly 
Commission of European Communities) 

Source: OECD CRS; Internal BMGF data; World Bank Group Agriculture Action Plan 2013-2015; USAID website; BMGF website 
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Donor spending for agricultural TA Portfolio focus and major initiatives of major TA donors 

Portfolio focus: 
• Increasing productivity 
• Fostering sustainable agricultural practices  
• Creating market linkages 
Major initiatives:  
• Creating linkages for SHFs with primary 

goods buyers  
• Providing market info through mobiles & 

radio 

Portfolio Focus:  
• Creating market linkages for smallholders 
Major Initiative:  
• Feed the Future supports country-driven 

approaches to address the root causes of 
hunger and poverty 

Portfolio focus:  
• Three quarters of portfolio focus on 

agricultural productivity 
• Conscious effort to take gender equality 

into account  
Major initiatives:   
• No singular major program, as lending 

decisions are made at the country level 

2011, US$B 
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Over the past few years, corporates have begun to invest in SHFs and 
strengthening markets to ensure sustainability in major value chains 

Note: Companies selected include largest global traders, processors and manufacturers in cocoa and coffee value chains 

Source: ADM, Cargill, MARS, desk research 

27%

15%

14%
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integrated 
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27 largest multi-national companies Selected program examples 

Value chain focus: Cocoa, soy, palm oil, corn 
Program example: Doing it Right, Brazil   
Provided 120 soy farmers with input support 
and improved farming practices yields in 
sustainable ways to increase sustainability 

Value chain focus: Cocoa, palm oil, grains & 
oilseeds, sugar and cotton 
Program example: AGDEVCO, Mozambique: 
support 50,000 smallholder farmers through 
a long-term supply agreement for the maize 
produced under this program.  

Value chain focus: Cocoa, rice, palm oil, tea, 
coffee,  fish 
Program example: Chocolate on Vision for 
Change (V4C), Cote D’Ivoire  
Trained 150,000 farmers on improved 
farming practices and inputs and investing in 
community-driven development projects  
 

2012, US$M  

Corporate buyers also have strong investments in certification programs and pre-competitive 
platforms in addition to supply chain sustainability programs 

NOT EXHAUSTIVE 
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Looking at TA across the world there is a natural typology of programs 
that align strongly with different value chains and recipients 

Source: Dalberg analysis; Expert interviews 
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3 
Pre-competitive platforms 

These different types of technical assistance programs typically have a unique set of funders and 
implementers that align themselves to deliver services 
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Corporate sustainability programs 
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Estimates of TA program sizes differ significantly on a relative basis, 
acknowledging that underlying program objectives are different 

Note: Refer to supporting sizing estimations for assumptions on sizing; Sizing estimates in USD; The size of the bubbles present a visual directional 
indication of the relative market size of the program type, and are not all exactly proportional – particularly the government extension and 
integrated market program bubbles, which are smaller than the numbers dictate due to space constraints 

Source: Dalberg analysis 
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Relative global size and number of different types of programs (global) 

Larger  Smaller Total program type market size 

500 

500 

250 

250 

Institutional strengthening 
programs 
($30-40M) 

Pre-
competitive 
platforms 
($40-60M) 

0 

Government 
extension programs  

($5-9B) 

Integrated market 
programs 

($500-700M) 

Quality and certification programs 
($60M) 

NOT TO SCALE 

Investment support programs 
($6.5-8M) 

Corporate supply 
chain 

sustainability 
programs 
($260M) 

Financing 
support 

programs 
($25-34M) 
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There are a number of global trends and innovations that are 
influencing how these program models are evolving 

Note: Govt. extension funding sized in section 1 of report; Refer to annex and detailed sizing spreadsheet for additional data and evidence of sizing 
estimations 

Source: Interviews with 21 TA providers, funders and experts in the space, along with desk research 

Program type Growth  Programming trends and innovations 

1. Government 
extension programs 

 • General decline in funding with some 
increases in Latin America as extension 
systems are rebuilt 

• Some reform efforts around new 
decentralized and private sector models 

• Application of technology and new curricula 

2. Integrated market 
programs 

 • Incremental growth in donor funding 
following trends of broader agricultural 
development funding 

• Increased focus on supporting country 
institutions, efficacy and nutrition 

3. Pre-competitive 
platforms 

• Emergence of new platforms in past 5  
years with some consolidation and  
emergence of new programs 

• Gates Foundation and IDH leading 
innovations in new platform development 
with key private sector partners 

4. Corporate  
sustainability programs 

 • Strong increase in investments by global 
traders, processors and manufacturers in 
sustainability and quality programs  

• More sophisticated integration of market 
development programming into “doing 
business” in sourcing countries  

5. Quality & 
certification programs 

• Strong increase in certification in key  
global cash crops with increasing  
application to a broader range of crops  

• Maturing set of providers and standards 
systems with capacity to support expansion 
 

6. Investment support 
programs 

 • Incremental growth in technical assistance 
following DFI increases in agribusiness 
investments and decentralization 

• Development of more sophisticated TA 
facilities to support investment vehicles and 
DFIs  

7. Financing support 
programs 

• Emergence and strong growth of  
specialized TA to lenders as new models of  
ag financing are developed and improved  

• Increasing sophistication of support as 
providers become more sophisticated and 
integrate enabling technology (e.g. mobile) 

8. Institutional 
strengthening programs 

 • Incremental growth in donor funding 
following trends of broader agricultural 
development funding 

• Move to larger, regional diagnostics of 
needs around broader regional frameworks 
(e.g. CAADP etc)  
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Different types of technical assistance, provided to different actors, can 
be used to help resolve different types of SHF financing constraints 

Source: Dalberg analysis 

Note: 1. Assumes financing cannot me made directly without some enabling organization 
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