UFIL Food aid, Milan
From a preliminary map of impact pathways to a final revised map of
impact pathways

Figure 8. Preliminary innovation impact pathway map
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In order to validate the Innovation Impact Pathway Map, further interviews were carried out
involving six respondents among the project stakeholders. In particular, stakeholders were selected
among the project participants, who were identified as key stakeholders in the classification.

The map was validated through semi-structured interviews which followed the questionnaire
reported in the Annex. The activities, previously selected and included as key dimensions of the
interview protocol, were validated by asking at the end of the questionnaire if all relevant activities
were covered during the interview. Changes were discussed explicitly at the beginning of the
mterview 1n the general section of the questionnaire, and implicitly over the development of the
interview. Questions were mainly directed at validating/rejecting the hypotheses of impacts or at

generating new impacts.
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Figure 9. Revised Innovation Impact Pathway Map
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