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Alliance network by sector



Which outcomes/impact 
methods to choose?



Analysis of official statistics

Analysis of existing survey data

Analysis of administrative data

Analysis of secondary qualitative 

data

Archival research

Action Research 

Behavioural Research

Big data analytics

Case study

Case-control 

studies

Case crossover studies

Cohort study

Cross-Sectional Research

Child-led research

Convergent designs

Content Analysis

Comparative and Cross National 

Research

Collaborative Action 

Research 

Consumer satisfaction

Contribution analysis

Cost-Benefit Analysis

Delphi survey

Deliberative evaluation 

processes 

Discourse analysis

Descriptive Research

Difference-in-differences 

Emancipatory research

Documentary research

Explanatory Research and Causal analysis

Embedded designs
Hypothesis testing research

Instrumental variables

Ethnographic studies

Focus 

groups

Meta-analysis

Qualitative 

Comparative 

Analysis

Theory of change methods

Multiphase designs

Systematic 

Review

Multiple regression

Panel survey

Realist evaluation

Online ethnography

Qualitative longitudinal 

research

Simulation modelling

Paired comparison 

research

Twin studies

Regression discontinuity

Parallel designs Narrative syntheses

Policy evaluation

Participatory Action Research

Online experimental research

Secondary 

analysis

Risk assessment

Neuroscience 

studies

Theory-based 

evaluation

Survey Research

Online qualitative 

fieldwork

Randomised Controlled Trials 

Operational research

Time trend studies

Rapid Evidence 

Assessment
Process evaluation

Nested case-control study

Regulatory impact assessments

Pilot Study

Social Network Analysis Adapted from: Luff et al. (2015)







Nesta’s standards of evidence for evidence of impact



Theory of change

HM Treasury

Magenta 

Book



Nesta’s standards of evidence for evidence of impact



Nesta’s standards of evidence for evidence of impact



Before and after measures 
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Nesta’s standards of evidence for evidence of impact





Nesta’s standards of evidence for evidence of impact



10 UK What Works Centres



Finally…

Themes – not programmes? 



Standards of evidence




