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Subject of Review:  There are a variety of methods to perform quantitative assessments of food insecurity-
assessments based on national food availability, household expenditure, and
household experiences. These measures are used by policy makers and the
international donor community to provide assistance to the food insecure, to develop
programs and interventions aimed at the food insecure, and to assess the efficacy of
such interventions. However, experience-based measures of food security, which are
created from survey responses designed to directly elicit the experiences households
and individuals have with food security over a period of time, are becoming more
popular amongst both policy makers and researchers because of the lower relative
cost to collect these measures and the because of the ease of integrating the measures
into existing surveys. Given the importance of food security measures for policy
development and implementation, and the growing emergence of experience-based
measures of food security, it is important to understand how experiential measures
compare to other measures of food security.

Purpose of Review:  The purpose of the review is to ensure the high-quality of the economic analysis,
transparent explanation of methods, objective interpretation of results, and effective
communication to the intended audience.
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