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Nutrition budget analysis determines how much much money has been allocated to and/or spent on nutrition over time, by various 
sources, and at the national and sub-national level. The USAID-funded SPRING Project has gathered and synthesized information 
from 11 countries to better understand how they have used findings from their budget analysis activities to improve decision making 
regarding funding allocations and expenditures for nutrition.

USING FINANCIAL DATA TO ACCELERATE PROGRESS ON NUTRITION

FINDINGS FROM NUTRITION BUDGET AND EXPENDITURE ANALYSES HAVE BEEN USED IN 3 COMPLEMENTARY WAYS

2 31TO IDENTIFY AND 
COORDINATE NUTRITION 
ACROSS SECTORS

TO ADVOCATE FOR 
INCREASED FUNDING 
FOR NUTRITION

TO TRACK AND MANAGE 
THE USE OF NUTRITION 
FUNDS

By the end of 2017, nearly 50 countries had begun 
to analyze the funding available for nutrition.

We found many new nutrition stakeholders in 
the multi-sector framework. That is where we 
found out that there are NGOs that not only 
participate in nutrition, but also food security 
and social protection. 
 —DRC stakeholder

We advocate about these findings to the layers 
of people through a decentralized process and 
engaged citizens through public hearings.  
 —Nepal stakeholder

The analysis was beneficial because it mea-
sured the gap in nutrition budgeting and noted 
progressions. It revealed shortcomings linked 
to the ability to trace nutrition financing and 
the ability to control the analytical tools. 
 —Madagascar stakeholder
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POLICY RECOMMENDATIONS

The Government of Ethiopia has declared its commitment to end child undernutrition by 2030 
through the Seqota Declaration. The National Nutrition Program 2016-2020 (NNP-II) outlines a 
strategy to improve nutrition that is based on proven nutrition interventions, and is implemented 
across sectors with coordination among government and development partners.1 However, 
there is not yet a routine monitoring system to track funding going towards NNP-II objectives 
across sectors. Routine, multi-sectoral resource tracking for nutrition is important for joint 
planning, priority setting, and monitoring NNP-II implementation efforts across stakeholders. 
In a step towards routine monitoring, the Federal Ministry of Health of Ethiopia led a nutrition resource tracking 
exercise to consolidate data on nutrition funding from multiple sectors (e.g. health, agriculture, WASH etc.) 
and stakeholders (e.g. government and development partners). This brief summarizes the analysis of historic 
funding for nutrition-specific and -sensitive interventions, NNP-II objectives, and regions (where possible). 

Nutrition budget and expenditure data were collected from 55 development partners, and the 13 government 
ministries and agencies that were signatories to the NNP-II. Funding data for EFY 2006 to 2007 (Gregorian 
calendar years 2013/14 to 2014/15) represent reported expenditures, and funding data for EFY 2008 
(2015/16) represent budget allocations. Please refer to the full technical report for more information on the 
methods and findings.

TRACKING FUNDING FOR NUTRITION IN ETHIOPIA 
ACROSS SECTORS Ethiopian Fiscal Years (EFY) 2006 to 2008 (2013/14 to 2015/16)

OBJECTIVES AND RECOMMENDATIONS

›› Increase investments in nutrition-
specific activities in line with 
the NNP-II for greater impact on 
nutrition outcomes. Compared 
with costs outlined in the NNP-II, 
the findings point to a potential 
$70 million resource gap for 
nutrition-specific programing in 
year one of the plan.

›› Enhance the nutrition sensitivity 
of programs in agriculture, 
education, water and sanitation, 
and social security sectors by 
leveraging existing resources. For 
example, adapt program design to 
include nutrition goals, activities, 
and indicators. 

›› Routinely track resources for nutrition across sectors. This requires a 
commitment from all stakeholders to report funding flows on a routine 
basis for planning purposes.

›› Convene nutrition stakeholders, including government and 
development partners, to build consensus on ways to identify and 
track nutrition financing data; and explore ways to systematically track 
nutrition investments within their own monitoring systems.

›› Use multi-sectoral nutrition financing data to support allocative 
decisions about human resources, capacity building, and programmatic 
scale-up, and to shape the nutrition governance agenda.

›› Invest in systems strengthening and capacity building so that routine 
resource tracking across sectors is conducted sustainably through 
public systems.

›› Promote sustainable, on-budget financing options for nutrition with 
monitoring mechanisms that ensure that funds make it to priority 
interventions.

Programmatic: Resource tracking and systems strengthening:

Federal Democratic Republic of Ethiopia
Ministry of Health
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NUTRITION bUdgET brIEF
FY 2011/12–FY 2015/16

 » Resources for nutrition-related activities increased 
over the past years, with actual spending doubling 
between FY 2011/12 and FY 2014/15. Despite this, 
nutrition-related spending only accounts for a 
mere 0.03 per cent of GDP and 0.13 per cent of total 
public spending.

 » There is also a large gap between the estimated 
cost of implementing activities under the National 
Nutrition Strategy (NNS) and its allocated budget. 
In FYs 2011/12 and 2012/13, only 23 per cent of the 
NSS was funded. 

 » Foreign resources account for over half of 
total funding for nutrition. Over-reliance on 
donor funds, which are erratic in terms of both 
quantity and timing, introduces a large degree of 
uncertainty into medium- and longer-term funding 
for nutrition-related activities. 

 » Interventions that have the greatest nutritional 
impact, such as ‘infant and young child feeding’ 
and and ‘maternal and child malnutrition’, are 
poorly funded. Better prioritisation and greater 

investments are needed in nutrition-specific areas 
that reduce stunting. A third of all Tanzanian 
children under 5 are stunted.

 » Sub-national spending does not prioritise the 
areas with greatest needs. For instance, nutrition 
interventions that reduce stunting in Tanzania are 
not prioritised in the regions with higher number 
of stunted children and higher prevalence of 
stunting. 

 » Thanks to increased expenditure, nutrition 
outcomes for children have improved, with under-
five stunting rates falling by 8.1 per cent between 
2010 and 2015. However, poor nutrition remains a 
critical developmental challenge in Tanzania. The 
2.7 million Tanzanian children under age 5 who are 
stunted represent a staggering loss of both human 
and economic potential. When compared with a 
stunted child, a well-nourished child completes 
more years of schooling, learns better, and earns 
higher wages in adulthood, thereby increasing the 
odds that he or she will escape a life of poverty.
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Nutrition is vital for social and 
economic improvements in Uganda.  
Hence, critical actions are needed 
to strengthen policy and financing to 
improve nutrition.

• 15% of child mortality is caused 
by malnutrition, and almost 82% of childhood 
undernutrition cases go untreated by the health care system in Uganda.

• Childhood undernutrition and hunger cost Uganda up to 5.6% of the Gross Domestic Product (GDP) or 
UGX 1.8 trillion every year.

• Stunted children have a higher risk of grade repetition, costing 19,655 million UGX in 2009 or 1.8% of the 
total national investment in education.

• Greater dollars (or shillings) for nutrition will turn into gains in healthy and productive life years. Uganda’s 
Cost of Hunger study found that for every USD $1 spent on nutrition, Uganda can save USD $30 through 
improved health and economic benefits.

The Current Context
Between 2013 and 2015 the USAID-funded multi-
sectoral SPRING project conducted a rigorous 
analysis of publicly available data on funding 
and expenditures for nutrition.  The “Pathways to 
Better Nutrition” study revealed important details 
about the status of nutrition financing in Uganda.

• Funding did not increase over time.

 - Despite a growing need for support, on-
budget nutrition funding (managed by the 
Ministry of Finance, Planning and Economic 
Development.) stayed about the same (27.2 
billion UGX in the 2013-2014 budget and 29.5 
billion UGX in the 2014-2015 budget). 

• Nutrition funding was minimal compared to 
spending in other areas. 

 - The government of Uganda spent $9 per 
child under 5 on nutrition-specific activities.

 - Nutrition funding was only 1% of national-
level government budget (not including 
transfers to the district).

 - Nutrition funding made up 5% of the total 
development assistance to Uganda from 
external development partners.

*Footnote: SPRING was unable to validate the amount of uncon-
ditional funding allocated to nutrition, and therefore took the 
average of conditional transfers (13 percent).

Funding Nutrition: Building a Healthier Future 
The Value of Invest ing  
in Nutr i t ion

• Most nutrition funding was not provided by the 
government and was off-budget

 - 63% of the funds available for nutrition 
in 2014-2015 were provided by non-
government actors and were not included 
in the government budgets or managed 
through the treasury.

• The single largest contributions to on-budget 
nutrition funding were through central transfers.   

 - However, there is significant confusion 
in how those funds were spent and how 
ministries contributed. 

Sources: OPM and FANTA (2014) and WFP, UNECA, & AUC. (2013).

http://www.spring-nutrition.org/technical-areas/systems/budgeting


FROM INTERVIEWS AND OBSERVATIONS, SPRING IDENTIFIED 6 KEY LESSONS

There is no one 
“right way” to use 
the data from 
nutrition budget 
and expenditure analysis—
data use should fit the 
country’s needs

Financial analysis 
is often an 
iterative, evolving 
process, and the 
availability and use of data 
often improves with each 
subsequent round of analysis

Knowing when 
to use your 
findings is an 
important part 
of the process

This graphic is made possible by the generous support of the American people through the United States 
Agency for International Development (USAID) and Feed the Future, the U.S. Government’s global hunger 
and food security initiative, under the terms of the Cooperative Agreement AID-OAA-A-11-00031 (SPRING), 
managed by JSI Research & Training Institute, Inc. (JSI) with partners Helen Keller International, the Manoff 
Group, Save the Children, and the International Food Policy Research Institute. The contents are the 
responsibility of JSI, and do not necessarily reflect the views of USAID or the United States Government.

FOR MORE INFORMATION:
www.spring-nutrition.org 
www.facebook.com/TheSPRINGProject

Each country’s nutrition financing situation is 
unique. Similarly, how findings from nutrition 
budget and expenditure analysis are used, 
presented, and shared will vary. Go to www.spring-
nutrition.org/technical-areas/systems/budgeting 
for tools for collecting and analyzing financial data 
as well as country-specific examples of using the 
findings like the examples to the right.

Involving a range 
of stakeholders in 
budget analysis  
and dissemination 
broadens perspectives and 
increases buy-in and use of 
findings

It is important 
to target the 
dissemination of 
findings, using 
language and evidence 
appropriate for each 
audience

Adopting a system 
to routinely track 
nutrition funding 
and expenditures 
improves usefulness of data 
and increases accountability 
and commitment to nutrition 
funding
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Benin’s budgetary structure is aggregated at the 
programme level. This means that each budget line 
item represents a programme. With this 
information, the 2016 analysis identifies 63 
nutrition-relevant programmes, of which 48 
programmes received allocations in 2015. The 48 
nutrition-relevant programmes are overseen by 
twelve ministries, departments and agencies 
(MDAs), which allocated 11.50 per capita in 2015 
(all estimates are in USD). 

 

Trends in upper-bound nutrition-relevant allocations across MDAs, 2013, 2014, and 2015 (USD) 
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 2013 Allocations USD  2014 Allocations (in 2013 prices) USD

 2015 Allocations (in 2013 prices) USD  2015 Per-capita Allocations USD

    SUMMARY TABLE 

 2014 Nominal upper-bound 2015 Nominal upper-bound 

Amount (USD) Per capita (USD) Amount (USD) Per capita (USD) 

Nutrition-
specific 

11,390,457 1.10 10,516,548 1.02 

Nutrition-
sensitive 

125,550,427 12.16 108,236,856 10.48 

Total 136,940,884 13.27 118,753,404 11.50 
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Nutrition is vital for social and 
economic improvements in Uganda.  
Hence, critical actions are needed 
to strengthen policy and financing to 
improve nutrition.

• 15% of child mortality is caused 
by malnutrition, and almost 82% of childhood 
undernutrition cases go untreated by the health care system in Uganda.

• Childhood undernutrition and hunger cost Uganda up to 5.6% of the Gross Domestic Product (GDP) or 
UGX 1.8 trillion every year.

• Stunted children have a higher risk of grade repetition, costing 19,655 million UGX in 2009 or 1.8% of the 
total national investment in education.

• Greater dollars (or shillings) for nutrition will turn into gains in healthy and productive life years. Uganda’s 
Cost of Hunger study found that for every USD $1 spent on nutrition, Uganda can save USD $30 through 
improved health and economic benefits.

The Current Context
Between 2013 and 2015 the USAID-funded multi-
sectoral SPRING project conducted a rigorous 
analysis of publicly available data on funding 
and expenditures for nutrition.  The “Pathways to 
Better Nutrition” study revealed important details 
about the status of nutrition financing in Uganda.

• Funding did not increase over time.

 - Despite a growing need for support, on-
budget nutrition funding (managed by the 
Ministry of Finance, Planning and Economic 
Development.) stayed about the same (27.2 
billion UGX in the 2013-2014 budget and 29.5 
billion UGX in the 2014-2015 budget). 

• Nutrition funding was minimal compared to 
spending in other areas. 

 - The government of Uganda spent $9 per 
child under 5 on nutrition-specific activities.

 - Nutrition funding was only 1% of national-
level government budget (not including 
transfers to the district).

 - Nutrition funding made up 5% of the total 
development assistance to Uganda from 
external development partners.

*Footnote: SPRING was unable to validate the amount of uncon-
ditional funding allocated to nutrition, and therefore took the 
average of conditional transfers (13 percent).

Funding Nutrition: Building a Healthier Future 
The Value of Invest ing  
in Nutr i t ion

• Most nutrition funding was not provided by the 
government and was off-budget

 - 63% of the funds available for nutrition 
in 2014-2015 were provided by non-
government actors and were not included 
in the government budgets or managed 
through the treasury.

• The single largest contributions to on-budget 
nutrition funding were through central transfers.   

 - However, there is significant confusion 
in how those funds were spent and how 
ministries contributed. 

Sources: OPM and FANTA (2014) and WFP, UNECA, & AUC. (2013).
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USEFUL RESOURCES ON NUTRITION FINANCIAL ANALYSIS
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