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BACKGROUND 

Tracking the longitudinal impact of our interventions is a key priority for the EEF, as it can contribute 

to theory building, help us further develop our analytical approaches and help school leaders make 

better informed decisions about which interventions to invest in.  

Of the 110 reports we have published to date, 22 are pilots and will therefore not have longitudinal 

impact analyses. Of the 88 remaining efficacy and effectiveness trials, approximately 25 cannot have 

long-term follow-ups due to wait-list designs (i.e., the children in the control group will have received 

the intervention at a later stage and it is therefore impossible to track the longitudinal impact of the 

programme using the original experimental design). A large proportion of the remaining 63 published 

reports could have longitudinal analyses completed in the coming months, as subsequent national 

assessment results are now available.  

Our archive reanalysis can help identify long-term impact by replicating the original analysis as well 

as using alternative analytical models (in addition to further analyses across projects). However, it is 

important that the independence of the evaluation is maintained and decisions about commissioning 

are made independently of archive reanalysis results. Below we describe the approach to decision 

making that will be completed before examining the results of the archive reanalysis.  

For all new trials, decisions about longitudinal follow-ups will be made collaboratively by the 

evaluation team, delivery team and the EEF at set-up. For past trials (and any current trials that don’t 

have a follow-up built in), decisions will be made by the EEF following the principles below, using 

thematic batch commissioning.  

The principles below are the result of proposals discussed with the Evaluation Advisory Group in 

November 2016 and April 2019, and of ongoing discussions between the EEF Evaluation team, 

Programmes team, evaluators and developers.  

LONGITUDINAL ANALYSIS PRINCIPLES 

1) All trials will have a longitudinal follow-up, provided no security padlocks were lost for poor

implementation or experimental effects (see Principle 2), with the exception of pupil-level wait-

list designs (where pupils in the control group receive the intervention at a later stage). For new

trials, this will be agreed at set-up, documented in the evaluation protocol and statistical analysis

plan, and included in the evaluation agreement. However, whether the longitudinal analysis will

be completed will depend on the security of the trial result (see Principle 2). This will be

confirmed once the security rating has been applied to the trial. The agreement milestone

relevant to the longitudinal analysis will specify that this is agreed provisionally, pending

confirmation based on the trial security rating. For old trials and trials currently underway that do

not have a follow-up planned, the EEF will batch-commission longitudinal analyses according to

the principles below.

2) Longitudinal analysis will not be completed for trials that lost security padlocks due to

poor implementation or experimental effects (i.e. impact on research quality as a direct result

of experimental design). If issues like poor implementation fidelity or compensatory behaviour

in the control group led to a loss of padlocks, follow-up analyses would not be informative and

would, therefore, not be conducted, regardless of the number of padlocks lost. If a lower security
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rating was assigned for reasons related to testing (e.g., attrition) or other reasons (e.g., MDES, 

baseline imbalance), longitudinal analysis will be commissioned. The strength of any effect 

identified in the trial will not influence the decision about whether or not to commission 

longitudinal analysis. The decision will be made using the current security rating criteria. 

3) Follow-up outcome measures will be decided according to the theory of change on which 

the trial design was based. If the theory of change was revised during the evaluation and 

different outcome measures would now be recommended by the evaluator, these may be 

followed up in addition to the outcome measures included in the original theory of change. Both 

primary and secondary outcomes can be followed up, if, according to the theory of change, there 

is an expected longitudinal effect on them. Where it is unclear what longitudinal outcomes the 

programme is expected to influence, and/ or the original outcomes would be inappropriate for 

follow-up analysis, follow-up outcomes will be selected based on how informative they are likely 

to be for school leaders and policy makers. Where appropriate, exploratory follow-up analyses 

could also be conducted on wider curriculum outcomes to explore spillover, and/ or behaviour 

markers (e.g., exclusion, truancy).  

4) Long-term impact will be measured on outcomes from national administrative databases, 

in line with programme theory and our mission of helping raise attainment, develop essential life 

skills and prepare young people for the world of work and further study. Fine-grained numerical 

scores will be prioritised whenever available.  

5) Longitudinal analysis will follow current EEF guidance. The primary analytical model will be 

the one recommended by the EEF at the time the longitudinal analysis is completed. If this is 

different from the analytical model used originally in the trial, the original analysis will be included 

as a secondary model. The primary model will be ITT in all longitudinal analyses, with an option 

to include CACE as an additional analysis, if the evaluator considers that the quality of the data 

is adequate. Repeated measures or trajectory modelling may also be considered if there is 

particular interest and the analysis is likely to be robust and informative. 

6) Original clustering and sub-groups from the time of intervention delivery will be retained. 

Even though pupils may have moved schools or may be clustered and classified differently by 

the time the longitudinal analysis is conducted, we recommend the original classifications are 

retained. It would be very difficult to account for all the different configurations that may have 

developed, whist keeping the analysis as simple and informative as possible for our general 

audience.  

7) Implementation and process evaluation (IPE) will not normally be included in longitudinal 

analysis, unless there is a particularly strong reason and a practical and cost-effective method 

is available for collecting good-quality long-term data. This will be discussed and agreed at set-

up for all new trials. Longitudinal analyses commissioned retrospectively for old trials will not 

include IPE. 

8) Longitudinal analysis reports will be peer reviewed by two independent reviewers, shared 

with the developers for information and published on the EEF project webpage alongside the 

original reports. Longitudinal results will not receive a security rating, as this is an exploratory 

analysis and the trials cannot feasibly be powered to account for all the uncertainty around this 

result.  


