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Figure S1. Variation in perceived research priorities according to geographical and professional 6 
context. Panels show boxplots comparing Likert scores (on a scale of 0-10) provided by participants 7 
asked to score the importance of three Sustainable Development Goal (SDG) areas; black diamond 8 
shows the mean; centre line shows the median; box shows the inter-quartile range; whiskers show 1 9 
standard error. Panel (A) compares scores for participants based inside (n = 232) and outside (n = 87) 10 
sub-Saharan Africa. Participants outside sub-Saharan Africa were mainly based in the Global North. 11 
Panel (B) compares scores for participants that self-identify as an academic (n = 161) and non-12 
academic (n = 163). Statistics and p-values are from paired Wilcoxon signed-rank tests.13 
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Figure S2. Influence of geographical location on perceived research and funding priorities for 16 
agricultural development. Panels show barplots comparing how three agricultural development 17 
priorities – food security, reducing inequality, and preserving the environment – were prioritised by 18 
participants based inside (n = 175) and outside (n = 75) sub-Saharan Africa. Participants outside sub-19 
Saharan Africa were mainly based in the Global North. Data show variation in the choices made by 20 
participants when asked to select (A) the least important and (B) the most important goals for 21 
agricultural development, as well as the area they would rank as the highest priority for funding 22 
allocation (C). 23 
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Figure S3. Influence of professional context on perceived research and funding priorities for 26 
agricultural development. Panels show barplots comparing how three agricultural development 27 
priorities – food security, reducing inequality, and preserving the environment – were prioritised by 28 
participants based in (n = 152) and outside (n = 126) academia. Data show variation in the choices 29 
made by participants when asked to select (A) the least important and (B) the most important goals 30 
for agricultural development, as well as the area they would rank as the highest priority for funding 31 
allocation (C). 32 



Table S1. Questions posed to participants during Stage 1 of the horizon-scanning procedure. 
For multiple choice questions, participants were given three options for Question 4 and 5 
[Preserving terrestrial environments; Food and Nutrition Security; Reducing Inequality] and 
Question 6 [Environmental research; Food self-sufficiency research; Social equality research]. 
 

Question Scoring system 
1. How important is preserving the terrestrial ecosystem when 

making decisions concerning agricultural development? Likert Scale [0-10] 
2. How important is food and nutrition security when making 

decisions concerning agricultural development? Likert Scale [0-10] 
3. How important is reducing inequality when making decisions 

concerning agricultural development? Likert Scale [0-10] 
4. If you had to prioritise the following, what would you consider the 

least important aspect for agricultural development? Multiple Choice [3 options] 
5. If you had to prioritise the following, what would you consider the 

most important aspect for agricultural development? Multiple Choice [3 options] 
6. If you had to prioritise funding, which would you consider to be 

the most important? Multiple Choice [3 options] 
 



Supplementary Information 1: Extracts from Sentinel horizon scan pages. These pages were 
available in French and English.  

 

1. Landing page 



2. Participant background page 

 



 

3. Question submission page 

 



4. Research prioritisation page 

 



5. Further contact / privacy page 



 


